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5"H HPT *(*3 P75HT HPft ^ f'iiwt) ?Pt HU THPTH HHiTjPT *i W ll TOT HT 

Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be tiled as a separate compilation 


hpt II — Taro 3 — H«T-«ro (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Subjection (ii) 

ertfr tfwp «ri gffm) Trrrrr prop «t! iNront arf? (Tpt tph $hr hhi hhT «rt girup) 
ifotfrt rn Tt i y iV o i V ipn itp't f<tr4 nifattm arp&r arft arfip^^rnf 
Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries ol the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 


ufppnro 

(sufjTf: uYt jprmfnH gtrrr fp«nn) 

pf ftcPt, 14 frffrpT, 1 97 J 
ft(o PTt> 3569 — P»T pfPPT TTfjTPT, 1898 ( 1 898 PT 5 ) Pt 
EtTTT 4 9 2 iff WJPT ( 1 ) 3TTT STTtT wftprt IP SPltP JP 5 ! 
tfTTjftTT tttptt, feTa ptp pjpI (tthtph smTtr fppt), fopjt wfp 
% wnr HfppfMPt «ft Tfto ^T fwi jEtf wtw £ fp*p- 
f^Pai hpptT pit pp3t ttfft pftpfisp favN FruntTbr jtt farto 
TjflF^Z 87f mHd % 4 t4) 477% t> Dr# ittt^tpt pEt vrfVfppp 
bpjw TPTfr t p^fiT - 


pp pOTT 1TTPP % W|Yt W4TPP PT 'TFT 



] snropto tt° 44/70-fpTFPt, T 1 PPFT fpVtP hETt^T, 


tt 0 ttro http ott ifthr? pm i phppt i 

0 3TTT o pt ° P 0 4 4/ 7 O-ftpPl, FPP PPTP STP f 4 P r T pfp^P 

ar?prc 1 wp$ 1 

3 3TTTo Tfto TTo 2 8-29/7 2-fepI , < | FJ «PTTP fptffaT pfprfp 

1)0 n=ro ppr, trrf o 4F« srprr ppt srt i pspp i 


1 2 j 

i 3TTTo Tfto TT o 28/72-fpFTft, TPPPPTP PT ianpuftHT 

rrp o vftH ppr 0 0 P^jTT I TFTTTPT 1 

5. spr o pto po 29/72-fpppt, fpp PPTP favta FTTPratur 
«tc 1F30 «r>r ?r*rr prfr° wo p^pt i fptpt i 

[P° 225/95/73 II] 

ppo sfmift Primp, pp-pfpp 

CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of Personal & Administrative Reforms) 

New Delhi, the 14th December, 1973 

S. O. 3569. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scction (1) of section 492 of the Code of Ci iminal Procedure, 
1898 (5 of 1898), the Cential Government horeby appoints 
Shri C Sahay, Public Pcrsecutoi altached to Central Bureau 
of Investigation (General Offences Wing), Delhi Branch a 
Public Prosccutoi (o conduct the prosecution of the following 
Special Police establishment cases before the courts of the Spe- 
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cial Judge or the Special Magistrate, as indicated against each, 
namely:- — 

SI, Particulars of case Name of the Couit 

No. 

1. R.C. No. 44/70-Delhi, Stale Special Magistrate, Lucknow. 
Vs. A.R. Khan and Govind 

Nair. 

2. R.C. No. 44/70-Delhi. State Special Magistrate, I.ucknow- 
Vs. Kung Ahmad. 

3. R.C. Nos. 28-29/72-Dclhi Special Magistrate, Lucknow. 
State Vs. D.N. Ghosh, Y.R. 

Ahuja and others. 

4. R.C. No, 28/72-Delhi, State Special Judge, Ambala. 

Vs. B.N. Ghosh and Y.R. 

Ahuja, 

5. R.C. No. 29/72-DoIhi, State Special Judge, Ambala. 

Vs. B.N. Ghosh and Y.R. 

Ahuja. 

[No. 225/95/73-AVD. IT] 
S. KASIPANDIAN, Deputy Secretary 


wnr Tb b N ib atrofrr 

BI 1 Vwft, 7 RW<, 1973 

btt. arr. 3570.-477:, iVTfcrR atTBV btt rbwtb gt b-rt 
f V 1972 ^ nTTWET VlITR RRT 4 fcjp RTOTT<T fRq+BR 

4 i40Afferrr?T Vb^r- eV it rtttb fr^ bV 

73pr^r 3IW*T ^ T7T, 4ft<*tRT$T (EDTEBR), Vr 

LTrrftTNfT affcrfRRB - , 1951 BBT BTtftR RBTP BP ?B4 Tf! 
tfJTJT 3rtT%rT ifV R7T Vf 4t fV 

btt^ 4'- 3W?r nf 44 5 

3rf?, RvT:, ,j AC -d 9 It B. d it fTPBRi -I I L- >; RF? tfj 

iff, OPpff 5BT 3im eld I 4 ?RP qrT^ BERmT 4W BTRVmr 

R# f^BT Vf 4 FTB 3rFrk BT 4^ iff RBEtTB' ^ BBT 

if V 73~tV qur r*f SiB'TCeldT 4 Vp ^4f tbEb B7TTRT 4r 

FTpylVrcR jf , 

3R:, 37 B, TfBB OTVfrnnT 4ff R17T 10-47 4? 3TB7N l 'l *f" 
fBATTB arTBk BrTTTBlTr RBBT tf! 3T^B PPtfNr Btf UTR 
7 ^ ^ rtt 4 bt ¥ 1 BrtFfr jm sff 'Ntotb bbt bw Fbbtb 

4 erw Bel' Vi gV b5 Teip, gfr ?rpV bt( PrrcNr 
4 Vr rf Bft btebb ? h 4 fap farfifa- RtfTR bttrt f 1 

FT. TEf-V. B./l40/72(10) 1 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th November, 1973 

S.O. 3570 -Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 

fled that Shri Abdul Muqeern, Near Mahila Ashram, Bhil- 
wara (Rajasthan) a contesting candidate for General Elections 
to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly to held in 1972 from 
140-Bhilwara constituency has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 


2. And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Abdul Muqccnr to be disqualified for being chosen, as, 
and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/140/72 (10)] 

aiP^TT 

BTT, arr. 3571,— BTC, fcPTfaB RTbEt BIT WHET gf 

bbt if V 1972 4r gq] jwertb Vjtb bbt ql ^ Bwimr 

fBqfsH 47 ferp lfil-ffTBTBT (3f. BE) SET ft rp-pr 

TT# -1 «fl^4|-f TDfk, RTB T ^T4nj7 BrfTTS't 4TBT 
T 7 1 E E '"BIT ^ 1 f (> l A r rif'l ) prN> It ?d 1 4 14| 7 J .rf tt VH 4 B , 

1951 fDlT BBTP Bp fBsgrff ^qjrr 'iPtf^HT 3ftpt 

'BBt' 47T Tt|f »ft ffefT tflfSET fRTvt tf -SrEPTTpr 7~4 ; 

B7T:. 7J3PE y AttBBTJ 4, Trt rTKT47 7rpt 

BT Mt, 3Ttpft 3fB4TPI7IT 4 teTB 'FTWf 3DBIT BT'^t- 
^rnr ^r# t'TBT gf srtr, fW^Br -3tTBtB‘ bb Bg vft EPflnrpr 
' Tt BBT tf ^47 'TB4t TTB rH STBPreFfT 4 tVlp tfV T^far 
4iTrnT BT -BlBi’tBTB' B# , 

■3HT: 3DT, JW aTM^nr ®ftt BT7T 10^7 47 3 f ^ B i °T 4 '~ 
T3pgftTB arrBfB' PBTTnB 3W ^ EPfaTT rfrt BBB 4 iWt 
4ft RTB 4 BT tVTft BDB- 4ft tBBT-T TDTT 3WIT t'4WTB qfcsT| 
4 BTEtr r^t BFt artv 4 ?Bp |"B 3|T#4T Bit BTitg- ft 
ffk Bit tTTBTBty 4 tBrtytr BttBfr bttbt / i 

[ft. TNT- tv. B./l6l/72(2)] 
ORDER 

S.O. 3571 — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Sawiya, Village and Post Office Kotri, Via 
Dundara, District Banner (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate 
for General Elections to the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly 
held in 1972 from 161-Siwana constituency has failed to 
lodge an accoul of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act 1951 and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification fpr the failure; 

Now, therefore; in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sawiya to be disqualified for being chosen ns, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Stale 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/161 /72(H)] 

3ITVr 

fyTfft, 19 BBTB7, 1973 

BIT. 3TT. 3572— BJT:, VbVt eTTBfB" BB TTBPJTB ft 

3 TBT jf V bH) 1972 V %p. ERT-RTB fBWTB BBT 4 ffTP 

faRTBR" 4 TRB 136-BTTHfTTTC fBBfVr sV ff f£BFr RTGt 

BTff p-nftpRK fTTBTB^ utBT TTBBT BffrBT TIT! ifteT BT5HT’ 
B^ i fTJTPTT 3 ?B Rj j , nTffBTB - , elV Slft'^TBR, 1951 
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svr fWT 3nfV<r anr# 

'ran?! set ieV vfr ?fsrr 'TTfer <rr# j# rtf ?# , 

3rft, zcft-, T^r dt-tftr^ #, -tr^rr #[■! firt 

tt »#, aim# sfrr 3t trirfnTT 4 !?rn vrf=f ?nrw armrT fte#- 
t fn°r dtfl f'l <n 4, f^rsrfmr sirdfat ?nr ^ #n frin^mr ?! itot 
4 irn ciiti ? Ft sirrEtiTiT 4 rrnj r^rfFr ! *7Tr 3 r stt 

3RT: 3DT, ^ET srhrfwr 7# ffT7T HUE 4 3H.FH °l *# 

fTrfmr arm^T nrr^nTT <# qr! ftft^ 4 

fVF# »# ft^t q5 *rr f^r# fr 1 ? «# miK-Fuir auc-TT fwEr 
qfrr^ 4 fptf^ ^ an# a#'? ?f# 4 fen? ?Fr srr^<r 4f nr?#!? 
# #r «psf 4f vrmrhr 4 fm? fnrfTn ntfw 7rrm f i 

Dr. rnr.-f#. ?F./i3G/72(i3.>j 
ORDER 


ORDER 

S.O. 3573. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Lnxmi Narayan, Post Hurda, District Bhilwara. 
Rajasthan, a contesting candidate for General Elections to 
the Rajasthan Legislative Assembly held in March, 1972, 
from 144-Bancra constituency had failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Lnxmi Narayan to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

TNo. RJ-LA/J 44/72(14)] 

3fPjV 

f# cf#, 24 dTT7, 1973 


New Delhi, the 19th November, 1973 

S.O. 3572. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Bhopal Singh, Clihota Rawla, Kelwa, Tehsil 
Rajsamand, District Udaipur, Rajasthan, a contesting candi- 
date for General Elections to the Legislative Assembly held 
in March, 1972, from 136-Kumbhaigarh constituency has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as re- 
quired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and 
the Rules made thereunder; 


95T. 3TT. 3574.- — ■TfT : , ! Dur#R' 3imf?T dE HRTOFT ?t W f 
RT#, 1972 *# ?T? TDfWTT fTtnn EDIT #1 fen? FmnW 
fRRfeFr ^ ftR? 14-LTm farl#?? #sr # nr! dTif 

*# RfRnTPT HTW, ri J I mifel q ,\ , OT97, ftiTWT ^ 

iTSRRFr, fihr irfnfnfnnT cnnrfnw, 1951 ?ptt ?rf»#R 

5RT# >T# TRR'H'T f HT?r sntffjm 3TT# ’NdfrTd' l^pTf 

qrr qtfr 1# ctef nr?# #• sFr'rrf nf ?r = 


2, And whereas the said candidate, even after the due 
notices, has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is further satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for the failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Bhopal Singh to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-LA/136/72(13)] 


wftr 


HTT. SIT. 3573. — Rrf:, EfTT^f 3fl4f?T FFtmmT ?! 
JTRT ^ fjR IR#\ 1972 t# ?73 7T5TRFT fTOTR ERI q? 
RTOTTtT ^ fvTP 144^EteT fRRTRR'-ttfR' # ^[Ttr vEf# 

tt# ^ «#^>tT 7 sfr er^fNirranr, Rf. arr. ?t^t, f^rviT 4#'=rfr?i, 

LDTERPT, vT#f -Stfyf'd'ilM, 1951 fTRT fErffr? r-Rn 

j i ri ^_l J t l l? ‘ XT TTT ^11 f f'OTTEr* Ti n 1 ? ^IJI f— I ' ' - *“ •“ ■ ^ 


,Jjm w i t ~ct tx nrT -J- tE 


i -A -sr 1 — 


3ft R7T: i?W ?tj#T 4T7 #, tErapqj 

97 *# 3PP# ?ff 3RTTTR7(T ^ ^ THW FT^!- 

7r?CTf r# f#7ir if, 3#V fvfErrVR 3rn?hT m '*# FranrrR ^ 
FHir t ?FH? qTFT ?FT 3mWfTT 4 feTT qrarftq- qTTW RT 
^iiqjtdrtr r# ?“ , 

3Rf: 3PT. JW 3lftrf#RTT 9# ffRT HER! 9? t# 

Tridi-tHf 3rm#r w^rnr w «# #terr fw af# fee? r? 
!?.7# '*# RtfR 4 RT ^EF# 7T?tT tf# f#frpr-FDlT 3TR7T f^rET 
4 ! <q ^ 4 : rt# 3tiV ?!# qi LriTj 37T ■aruRRi Rj! frrrt^r 

# vfbr w# q# qnFrrqf''r *fl fenj gtiW rtrit f i 

[FT. FToT.-!?. TT./ 14/72 (15)] 
#■. tTTp ■rfE'fdl ir, Frf^TT 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24lh November, 1973 

S.O. 3574. — Whereas the LRctiOn Cuiiuiiissiun is satis- 
fied that Shri Bheckha Ram, Member, Municipal Board. 
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9ft 19 1073 

•ST. 3TT. 3575. — 971: 3fFftr 79 JUmiTT ft RTJ 

ft Rift, 1072 ft ^T?T7 friTT-T EHT 4 ftlR 
ft ftiR 35 ft 9799 ?nrft TTft Tftift 

917 ft fww. RTT 9NT *T7TE[7 ftftrqr 97TWT hftft, fcr9T 
RTT9 (fV^TT) SrN ftftftrfyctr 3fttriftr9, 1951 fWT ffififtr 
•PTlft Tift ?99nf 5TTT artful Offt ?9<ftT9 79 Tftft 

ft ftsT T^RT 9TT9 ft 3fW5t ft ft" , 

aft 99:, T99 Twfi'TTE ft, Tit T^/RU tfft 9lft 

Tt ft, aftrft pr atwcTriT 4 tfti ftft 9979 arw 
ffinr r# f^TT ft, aft, frrm V'T criftr 79 rt; ft 99999- 
ft JTitT ft fa ^TTT^ ffiTT 5TT afRWRT 4 ftlR TTrft T^far 
<fil( IJ l 9T •^TFTtftrRT >-|ft ft j 

ara - : air, ftftfaw «ft tim 10 - 7 ; 4 ar^RTT ft 
faftftr amfar rttttrt ttxj ft farRmr ft 999 4 fanft 
ft 9T9 4 9T faftr tttt ft iftR tdit ar<T7T fawr 
ft eptest sift aft ftft 4 ftpr W anftrr ft ftfe 4 #r 

ft ft Tfraurfa 4 ?9R ?9rfft9 ftfaw ttru ft i 

[ft fftlLfa. TT./35/72C34)] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 1973 

S.O. 3575 Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 

fied that Shri Bishwanalh, village and F. O. Chakia Via 
Patedhi, District Saran (Bihar) who was a contesting candi- 
date for election to the Bihar Legislative Assembly from 35- 
Baikunthpur constituency held in March, 1972 has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Bishwanath to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. BR-LA /3 5 /72(3 4) 1 


ft faft, 6 ftTTRR, 1973 

•PL an. 3576. — eft irfdftlftrRr arffriftm, 1950 ft 199 

i3~9i ft 991971 cd 9 e I ^ ^9 I 4 si *V I d j i ft fmr ai9ft 

ft 506/fa ET./ 7 1 , ftft 25 5R9ft, 1971 •ft 

aftifaso 97ft 573, faftfar a99ftr, faffiw ftr 97797 

4 q7TR7f ^ f ' tfM T ^ld ' ift^T 1W 4 Rffth ftft 4 ^9Rp7T 

•ft, 3TT ftlft 79 ftf7T79 fft 9? e'li'H/tq ffttR 

aftqrTR 4 199 ft tj^rni q^lftlftlT 7779T ^ I 

[ft 508/lft. 9./731 

R. rrr. ftr, irftrT 


New Delhi, the 6th December, 1973 

S.O. 3576.— In pursuance of the provisions of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 13AA of the Representation of the People 
Act. 1950 and in supersession of its Notification No. 508/ 
HP/71, dated the 25th January, 1971, the Election Com- 
mission. in consultation with the Government of Himachal 
Pradesh, hereby designates the Deputy Commissioner of each 
of the Districts in the State to be the District Election Offi- 
cer of the district, of which he is the Deputy Commissioner. 

[No. 508 / HP/73] 
A. N. SEN, Secy. 


New Delhi, 17th December, 1973 

S.O, 3577. — In pursuance of clause (b) sub-section 
(2) of section 116C of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Flection Commission of India 
hereby publishes the order of the Supreme Court of India 
pronounced on the 28th September, 1973, on an appeal 
from the Judgment and order dated the 2 1st January, 1973 
of the High Court of Judicature nt Bombay, Nagpur Bench, 
Nagpur in Election Petition No. 3 of 1971. 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

Civil Appeal No. 1014 of 1972 

l.uxminarayan and another Appellants 

Versus 

Returning Officer and others Respondents 

JUDGMENT 

Dwivcdi }., 

The appellants, Laxminarayan and Marotrao, filed an elec- 
tion petition challenging the election of Jambuwantrao Dhote 
to the Lok Sabha from 21 Nagpur Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency. There were five candidates in the run. Dhote was 
one. He was elected. The poll was on April 18, 1971. 
Dhote obtained 1,25,665 voles, The next highest votes were 
obtained by Rikhabchand Sharma. He polled 1,23,615 votes. 

The election was challenged on diverse grounds. There 
were as many us 13 issues. The record of evidence is 
voluminous. The Judgment of the High Court runs to 244 
pages. The High Court decided all the issues against the 
appellants. Hence this appeal. 

Sri Phadkc counsel for the appellants, has not covered 
the whole ground again; he has confined his arguments to 
issues 2, 4, 5, 8, and 9, Thus the scope of inquiry is much 
narrower in the appeal. 

Issue No. ,2 : 

Section 100 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
(hereinafter called the Act) specifies the grounds on which 
the election of a returned candidate may be set aside. 
According to s.100 (l)(d) (iii) the election may be set aside 
if the result of the election of the returned candidate has 
been materially affected by the improper reception, refusal 
or rejection of any vote or the reception of any vote which 
is void. Section 100(1 ) (d) (iv) provides that the election 
may be set aside if the result of the election of the returned 
candidate has been materially affected by any non- 
compliance with the provisions of the Constitution or of 
the act or of the any Rules or Orders made under the Act. 

Paragraphs 14, 15 and 16 of the election petition allege 
facts in respect of this issue. According to paragraph 14, 
votes were counted in the YMCA Hall or. April 19, 1971, 
There were no proper arrangements for admission of the 
candidates and their counting agents at the count. A large 
number of people had entered into the Hall. The counting 
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was not complete on the said date. There was some count- 
ing on the day following, that is on April 20, 1971. The 
counting when completed revealed that 3,46,093 votes were 

oiled in till. J. B. Dhote received 1,25,665 votes; R. C. 

harmu, 1,23,615, 7425 votes were rejected votes. 

Paragraph 15 states that at the end of the counting, R. C. 
Sharnra made an application to the Returning Officer claim- 
ing recount of votes. The Returning Officer directed that 
all votes cast in favour of J. B. Dhote and R. C. Sharma as 
well as all the rejected votes should he recounted. He did 
not order that the votes of other candidates also should be 
recounted. Paragraph 16 states that after the recount it was 
declared that 3,46,079 votes were polled in all. The total 
of J„ B. Dhole came down to 1,25,550; of R. C. Sharma 
to 1,23,493. The number of rejected votes went up to 
7,597. 

It is further alleged that the recount showed that 14 votes 
were missing, that many rejected votes were counted as valid 
and that there is a difference in the aggregate of different 
candidates. 

Paragraph 15 then sums up : ‘‘It is, therefore, clear that 
the votes have not been properly counted as valid or invalid, 
without a proper aerutiny required under the law. This has 
very much materially affected the result of the election. In 
fact the recount should have been for the entire votes cast 
in the election,” 

Paragraph 16 states that it was necessary to count all the 
votes as there was no proper recount by the Returning Offi- 
cer. The recount itself shows that many rejected voles were 
counted as valid and many valid votes were rejected- The 
tendered votes were not counted and 14 votes were missing. 

The plea in paragraph 16 that valid votes have been count- 
ed as invalid and invalid votes as valid would not include the 
plea that many valid votes of R. C. Sharma and other can- 
didates have been counted as valid for Dhote. It was accor- 
dingly not necessary to recount the votes of candidates other 
than Dhote and R, C. Sharma. The recount of the rejected 
votes and of the votes of these two candidates was enough. 
The appellants gave an application in the High Court for ins- 
pection of all the votes. This application was rejected by 
an order on November 15, 1.971. For the reason already 
discussed the application was rightly rejected. 

Rule 63 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 provides 
for the recount of votes. According to sub-rule (2) thereof 
recount of all votes or any part may be claimed on behalf 
of any candidate;. An application should he made on his 
behalf to the Returning Ollicer. The application should state 
the ground on which the recount is claimed. The Returning 
Officer shall decide the question of recount and make an 
order either accepting or rejecting the application. The 
order should set forth the reasons. He may allow the appli- 
cation in whole or iu part. The application for recount 

D tblicmfi ..i(;..E'v ..js 'J 1 . .P.O.eiorvjusF— .1 ..tlsn. 

making' the complaint whether the threatened action of the 
company would be either a lockout or a closure. But the 
R.L.C. took it that the subject of the industrial dispute was 
over apprehension of a lockout by the management but not 
apprehension of a closure. I have already pointed out that 
by Ext. M14 the management on 25th October, 1972 made 
it clear to the workmen that it was contemplating closure 
of its business. I have already pointed out the sequence of 
dates and the situation developing in between those dates 
between the contending parties, i.e. situation developing 
between 23-10-72 to 25-10-72, Then arose the situation on 
28th October, 1972 as in Ext. Ml 6. So. either on 26th 
October, 1972 or before 28th October, 1972, the union 
might have made a complaint, and the said complaint was 
“you (management) are threatening to declare lockout/closure 
of your establishment” vide Ext, M16 and this complaint 
of threats of lockout/closure either on 28-10-72 or before 
28-10-72 had not been lodged by the union representing 
the workmen or the workmen themselves before the manage- 
ment of the company. Over this threat of lockout/closure 
A.L.C. initiated conciliation proceedings (Ext. M16). 

12. Mr. Sen Gupta for the workmen submitted that the 
demand by complaint had been lodged before the company 
before the conciliation proceeding was started. I will cotne to 
this submission of Mr. Sen Gupta for the workmen. The 
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On the allegation contained in the application the Return- 
ing Officer could not have ordered recount of all the votes. 
In our view, the order of the Returning Officer directing 
recount was not in contravention of Rule 63. The appellants 
have examined several witnesses in support of the alleged 
irregularities, but that evidence has not been accepted by 
the High Court. Nothing has been shown to us for taking a 
different view. The Returning officer has been examined by the 
appellants. He has stated that the count and recount have 
been done in accordance with the prescribed procedure, 
lie has also explained the apparently missing 14 votes on 
recount. According to the Returning Officer the discrep- 
ancy of 14 voles might be due to the mistake in counting 
the votes and making them into bundles of 50 each, In the 
recount they recounted only some of those bundles and not all. 

For the reasons discussed above, we accept the finding 
of the High Court on this issue. 


Issue No. 4 : — 

Three of four days prior to poll the Nagpur City 
District Congress Committee published an appeal in the 
name of Smt. Indira Ciandhi to the voters of the constitu- 
ency for supporting RikJlabchand Sharma. On the left 
top of this printed appeal there is a photograph of Smt. Indira 
Gandhi; on the right top there is the picture o£ a cow and a 
calf, the symbol of the Congress candidate. On the left, 
bottom there is printed “New Delhi. 8 April, 1971;" on 
the right bottom appears the signature of Smt. Indira 
Gandhi. On April 16, 1971 one Satya Narain Sharma 
issued a statement to the press in respect of this appeal. 
The next day, that is, April 17, Tarun Bharat, a newspaper 
published a summary of his statement. The summary states 
thut Satya Narain Sharma has expressed “doubt about the 
genuineness of the letter by the Prime Minister calling upon 
the voters to vote for Mr. Rikhabchand Sharma.” The sum- 
mary further slates that “there is no seal of the Prime Minis- 
ter's Secretariat on this letter, nor it is mentioned to whom 
this letter is addressed.” Satya Narain Sharma is also stated to 
have expressed doubt that the Prime Minister, who has 
avoided even to mention the name of a candidate, would 
not have issued a letter in support of him. The election 
petition states that Satya Narain Sharma was an agent of 
Dhote and that he issued the statement with the consent of 
Dhote. The statement was false and was believed to be false 
by Dhote. It was reasonably calculated to .prejudice the pros- 
pects of the election of R.C. Sharma, Thus a comipt prac- 
tice under s. 123(4) of the Act has been committed. The 
High Court has held that no such corrupt practice was com- 
mitted by Dhote. It has held that Satya Narain Sharma did not 
make a statement of fact. He has expressed an opinion. It 
has also held that the statement was not false and that it did 
not relate to the personal character or conduct of R. C. 
Sharma or to his candidature. It has also held that Satya 
Narain Sharama did not make this statement with the con- 
sent of Dhote. We shall first consider whether the statement 

WfisliFe S WV n iHe 

informed all the constituents about the closure and advised 
them to take necessary action in respect of their documents 
if any lying in the office of the company. On 3rd November, 
1972 the union through its General Secretary addressed a 
letter to the Assistant Labour Commissioner, Calcutta, Ext. 
W4, The subject matter of the letter reads as “closure dec- 
lared illegally by Messrs S. C, Ghose & Co. (India) Private 
Ltd.” In the first paragraph of the letter it is stated that 
the management has closed down its business on and from 
3-11-72 due to illegal stay-in-strike by the workers from 
21-10-72. The workers attended their office till 2-11-72 and 
their salary for the month of October was supposed to be 
paid on 3-11-72. In the second paragraph of the letter it 
is stated that the workers did not go on stay-in-strike from 
21-10-72 as alleged in the letter. On the contrary about 29 
workers were not offered work from 21-10-72 by the mana- 
gement and the reason is best known to them. In the third 
paragraph, it is alleged that the workers were aggreived for 
the ill treatment by the Director to one of their colleagues 
on 20-10-72, and the workers demanded the Director to ex- 
press his regret for the incident. The Director refused to do 
so. Since then the management did not offer any work to the 
workers. In paragraph 4 of Ext. W4 dated 3-11-72 referring 
the letter, dated 27-10-72 by the Union to the A.L.C. which 
is Ext, W3, over the subject, apprehending lockout and/or 
a closure of Messrs S. C. Ghose & Co, (India) Pvt. Ltd., 
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pamphlet. Dhote has emphatically denied that it was docu- 
ment C. According to him, it was document 2R 20. Docu- 
ment C opens with; “I am contesting this I .ok Sabha elec- 
tion against a corrupt candidate of Congress. The 

appellants say that this is a false statement relating to the 
personal character of Rikhabchund Shnrma. 2R 20 is an 
innocuous document, ft was printed by the Narkesari Press 
and it bears the print line of the press. The close question 
is whether document C or document 2R 20 was published 
by Dhote. To prove their ease, the appellants have examined 
one witness Prubhakar Sakhardande. He was employed on 
the relevant date as a printer in the Narkesari Press. He says 
that document C was printed in the Narkesari Press on 
Sunday, April 11, 1971. According to him it is printed in 
mono type. Tie also says that only the Narkesari Press in 
Nagpur has a mono-machine. The High Court has not be- 
lieved him. He is the President of the Rashtriya Press Kamgar 
Sangh which is affiliated to the Indian National Trade 
Union Congress. He does not give out the name of the 
person who printed the document C in the Narkesari Press, 
not does he disclose I he name of the person who delivered 
the printed copies to the appropriate authority in the Nar- 
kesari Press. Although he admitted in cross-examination that 
he had not been to any other press in Nagpur, he has said 
that except the Narkesari Press on other press in Nagpur, 
has a mono-machine. Evidently, this part of his evidence 
does not inspi’c confidence. Not having seen any other press 
in Nagpur, he could not say that the Narkesari Press alone 
has got a mono-machine. For these reasons, we find it diffi- 
cult to place any reliance on his testimony. 

Dhote has examined Monohar Bokare in support of his 
case that the document 2R 20 was published in the Nar- 
kesari Press. Mnnohar Bokare is the Manager of the Job 
Section of the Narkesari Press. He says that he receives 
orders from customers, hands over printed material to them, 
examines and makes bills and prepares quotations for print- 
ing jobs. Initially, he was summoned by the appellants as 
their witness. But later they gave him hr. So he was examin- 
ed by Dhote. He lias said that document 2R 20 was publish- 
ed in the Narkesari Press. He produced the original of the 
document. He has stated that B.N. Gaikwad had given him 
the original for printing. He has also filed the counter-foil 
of the bill issued by him in connection with the printing of 
the document 2R 20. He has denied that the document C 
was printed in the Narkesari Press, The High Court has 
believed his evidence. Nothing has been shown to us to en- 
able us to take a different view. 

Sri Phadke has made several comments on his evidence. 
Firstly he has not produced the order book. But be was 
never asked by the appellants to produce the order book. 
In cross-examination he simply said that he has not brought 
the order book. Secondly, while he has said that the printed 
matter was delivered by him to a boy, B. M. Gaikwad has 
stated that is was sent for by him through one Doonger, aged 
about 50 years. This discrepancy is not sufficient to dis- 
credit his evidence. He was examined several months after 
the event. Such a minor mistake is accordingly not unnatu- 
ral and may be a slip of memory,. Thirdly, document C is 
printed on news print paper. Il is said that news print paper 
is not available in the market and that document C must 
have been printed In the Narkesari press where Tarun 
Bharat was also being printed. But there is some evidence 
on record to show that newsprint paper was available in the 
open market. That aside, B. M Gaikwad has stated that 
the paper for printing document 2R 20 was supplied by him 
from the stock of paper belonging to his party at Chhindwara 
from where a weekly organ of his party was being published. 
Manohar Bokare has deposed that there is an endorsement 
on the original of 2R 20 that paper was given by the 
party who got it printed. The endorsement was according 
to him necessary for the purpose of salse-tnx. On his copy 
of the bill there is an endorsement "not taxable”.. He lias 
explained that it was necessary to obtain the signature of 
the customer if the paper was given by the press. Fourthly, 
the Narkesari Press did not comply with the provisions of 
s. 1271 A of the Act in regard to document 2R 20. So it 
should be held that this document was not published by the 
Narkesari Press. Section 127A(2) provides that not eerson 
shall print or cause to be printed any election pamphlet or 
poster — (11 unless declaration as lo the identity of the pub- 
lisher thereof, signed by him and attested by two persons 
to whom be is personally known, is delivered by him to the 
printer in duplicate; and (2) unless, within a reasonable time 


after the printing of the document, one copy of the declara- 
tion is sent by thhe printer, together with one copy of the do- 
cument, if printed in the capital of the State to the Chief electo- 
ral Officer and in any other case to the District Magistrate 
of the District in which it is printed." Mohohar Bokare has 
admitted in cross-examination that he has neither obtained 
a declaration from B. M. Gaikwad, nor has he sent a copy 
of the document 2R 20 to the District Magistrate, Nagpur. 
This is unsatisfactory cross-examination. Manohar Bokare 
should have been also asked if he had any explanation for 
those omissions. The omissions might have been of some 
assistance to the appellants if Bokare could not give a proper 
explanation. The possibility of a good explanation cannot 
be ruled out. Fifthly, he could not give the exact date of the 
printing of 2R 20, But he has said that no record of the 
date of printing is maintained by him. We agree with the 
High Court that no adverse inference can be drawn from 
these breaches of law. l astly, Dhote, has admitted that the 
diction of the document C resembels his own. It would 
show that he has published this document. This criticism 
has little force. Dhote has also said that he has made nu- 
merous speeches in the course of his election. So it was 
quite easy to pick out words and phrases from his speeches 
and explot them in the document C. 

Now. the case of the appellants is that the document C 
was printed. The case of Dhote is that 2R 20 was printed. 
It is significant that it is not the case of the appellants that 
tw'o documents were published at one and the same time, 
one innocuous and the other offending. This has an import- 
ant bearing on probabilities. It is highly improbable that a 
candidate would publish and offending document and show 
the expenses incurred on its printing in his return of election 
expenses. 

The appclllant have examined several witnesses to prove 
the distribution of the document C during the election. The 
High Court has disbelieved those witnesses. It has held 
that from their demeanor they anpear to be tutored wit- 
nesses. Their evidence has not been pressed in service before us 
on behalf of the appellants, So wc do not deal with it. 


Issue No. 8 : — 

This is the crucial issue in the appeal. The appellants' 
case is that Pundaiik Masurkur and Satya Narain Sharma 
had delivered speeches in three meetings during the election. 
Those meetings were held on March, 29 and 30, 1971, and 
April 7. 1971. They were held respectively at Nawi 
Mangalwari Oanji Peth and Maska Sath. By their speeches 
they have eommetlcd the corrunt practice specified in S 123 
(4) of the Act. They committed the corrupt practice with 
the consent of Dhote. Dhote, it is alleged delivered speeches 
in the said meetings as well as in the meetings in Chamber 
Nala and Kasturchand Park, The meetings in the latter 
two places w f cre held on April 14 and 15. 1971. By his 
speeches he also has committed the aforesaid corrupt 
practice. The High Court has recovered these findings on 
this issue; (1) the appellants have failed to prove that 
Dhote made any offending statements in the aforesaid meet- 
ings; (2)they have also failed to prove that Pundaiik Masur- 
kar and Satya Narain Sharma made any offending statements 
in the aforesaid meetings; (3) they have also failed to prove 
that Pundaiik Masurkar and Satya Narain Sharma made 
any offending statements in those meetings with the consent 
of Dhote, It has further held that they have failed to prove 
that the statements attributed to Dhote, Pundaiik Masurkar 
and Satya Narain Sharma constituted the corrupt practice 
specified in s. 123(4) of the Act. 

The ground of challenge in Ibe petition is one covered 
by s. 100(1) (b) and not s. 100(1) (d). So we shall first 
examine the evidence to find out whether Pundaiik Masurkar 
and Satya Narain Sharma made the allegedly offending 
statements with the consent of Dhote. If bis consent is not 
proved, it will not be necessary to examine the other aspects 
of this part of the issue. 

Nawl Manglawarl Meeting : 29 - 3 - 1971 : 

The appellants have examined Marot Rao, Ishwar Girl. 
Shankar Laxman and Manohar Kashinath Kalankar. Dhow 
has examined himself, Pundaiik Masurkar and Satya "Narain 
Sharma. 
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According to Ishwar Giri, Dhote was not present in the 
meeting while Pundalik Masurkar and Satya Narain Sharma 
were speaking Dhote came to the meeting just five minutes 
before the end of Satya Narain Sharma's speech. Marto 
Rao and Shankar Laxman say nothing about the presence of 
Dhote during the speeches of Pundalik Masurkar and Satya 
Narain Sharma. Manohar Kashinath Kalankar is the C.I.D. 
shorthand writer. He says that he was present in the meet- 
ing and he took down the notes of speeches of various 
speakers including the aforesaid two speakers. He says that 
he remembers that Dhote was present in the meeting from 
the very beginning. But there is no note to that effect in 
his note-book. It will accordingly be not safe to depend on 
his memory, especially when Ishwar Giri contradicts him. 
Pundalik Masurkar has said that Dhote was not present 
while he was speaking. Dhote has said that he was not 
present when Pundalik Masurkar and Satya Narain Sharma 
delivered their speeches. He arrived in the meeting just when 
Satya Narain Sharma was finishing his speech. He has fur- 
ther said that Pundalik Masurkar and Satya Narain Sharma 
had spoken in the meeting without his knowledge and con- 
sent. He has said that it was not his business to arrange 
election meetings and to invite speakers. His election office 
used to attend to these matters. His workers used to take 
him to various meetings without any prior information of 
the meetings on his part. Satya Narain Sharma has said 
that he did not report to any one the contents of his soe- 
eches,. He has also said that B. M. Gaikwad, the election 
agent of Dhote, used to invite him to speak in the meetings 
held in support of Dhote. This is the entire evidence on the 
question of consent. This evidence would show that Dhote 
was not present- in the meeting when Pundalik Masurkar and 
Satya Narain Sharma were speaking. He had no prior 
knowledge of the fact that they would speak in the meeting. 
He had not invited them to the meeting. He denies his con- 
sent to their speeches. There is no direct evidence of con- 
sent from the side of the appellants. It is not possible to 
infer constructive consent from the foregoing facts and cir- 
cumstances. 

Ganji Peth Meeting : 30*3-1971 : 

The appellants have examined Manohar Kashinath 
Kalankar, Shesh Rao Kamble, another C.I.P. shorthand 
writer, Mohd. Yakub Qamar and Dr. Ram Narain. Dhote 
has examined himself and Satya Narain Sharma. There is 
no direct evidence of consent. Mohd. Yakub Qamar and 
Dr. Ram Narain say nothing about the presence of Dhote 
while Satya Narain Sharma was speaking. Manohar Kashi- 
. nath Kalankar said that he remembers that Dhote was pre- 
sent in the meeting from the very beginning. Shesh Rao, 
refreshing his memory from his notes, said that his notes 
show that Dhote was welcomed and “therefore Psay he was 
present from the very beginning The note book of Manohar 
Kashinath Kalankar does not record that Dhote was pre- 
sent from the very beginning. It will not be safe to reply 
on his memory^ It is true that Shesh Rao has noted in his 
note book that Dhote was welcomed. But from this fact it 
does not necessarily follow that he was present from the very 
beginning. He could be wolcomed whenever he arrived in 
the meeting of Dhote has said that when he reached the 
meeting, Satya Narain Sharma was ‘half way through his 
speech’. But we do not know when Satya Narain Sharma 
made the allegedly offending remarks in the course of his 
speech. Tt cannot therefore be said that those remarks were 
made in the presence of Dhote. So we agree with the High 
Court that the appellants have failed to prove that Dhote 
had given his consent to the speech of Satya Narain Sharma 
in this meeting. 

Maska Sath Meeting : 7*4-1971 : 

The witnesses of the appellants for this meeting are 
Manohar Kashinath Kalankar, Shesh Rao Kambale. Manohar 
Tajane, Yadao Shripurkar and Marot Rao. Dhote has 
examined himself and Satya Narain Sharma. Manohar 
Kashinath Kalankar and Shesh Rao Kambale are the C.I.D. 
Shorthand writers. The appellants’ witnesses have deposed 
that offending speeches were delivered by Dhote and Satya 
Narain Shartqa. According to Manohar Kashinath Kalankar, 
Gunawant Nagpur had spoken before Satya Narain Sharma. 
He says that Dhote arrived in the meeting while Gunawant 


Nagpur was speaking and that Gunawant Nagpur conti- 
nued speaking after his arrival. He also says that he has 
made a note about Dhote’s arrival while Gunawant Nagpur 
was speaking in his note-book. He has produced his note- 
book. It begins with the speech of Chandrabhan Bodkar. 
The speech is written in shorthand. Two-third of the page is 
covered by the speech of Chanrabhan Bodkar, and over the 
remaining seven lines of the page no speech is recorded. 
The speech of Satya Narain Sharma is taken down in short- 
hand on the next page. The contents recorded over seven 
lines of the preceding page are these : 

“Kamal Kishore Upadhaya Something in short-hand 

Gunwant Nagpur (F. B.) 1/2/ 

Sri J. B. Dhote arrived. 

Sri Nagpur Continued speaking.” 

There is absolutely no difference in the ink of the note 
of the speeches of Chandrabhan Bodkar and Satya Narain 
Sharma. But the ink of the aforesaid quoted lines written in 
English is visibly different. This difference is suggestive of 
later interpolation of the aforesaid quoted lines, the purpose 
being to prove the presence of Dhote during Satya Narain 
Sharma’s speech and his implied consent to that speech. It 
may.however, be observed that Manohar Kashinath Kalankar 
was not cross-examined by Dhote on the difference in ink. 
Howsoever, suspicious the entry of the aforesaid lines may 
be, we are reluctant to draw any adverse inference in ink for 
Manohar Kashinath Kalankar from the difference in ink for 
want of cross-examination. But in view of certain other cir- 
cumstances we do not think it safe of rely on the aforesaid 
note in his note book. One, Shesh Rao Kambale. another 
C.I.D. shorthand writer, was also present in the meet- 
ing. He has taken down in shorthand the speeches of 
Kamal Kishore Upadhaya, Gunwant Nagpure, Kesha v Rao 
Gadekar and Dhote. He has not deposed that Dhote arrived 
in the meeting while Gunawant Nagpur was speaking Two, 
Manohar Kashinath Kalankar seems to us to be anxious to 
help the cause of the defeated congress candidate, R. C. 
Sharma. As regards the meetings held at Nawi Mangalwari 
and Ganji Peth, he has deposed from memory that Dhote 
was present from the very beginning of those meetings. It 
may be observed that he has made no such note in his 
note-book. We have already held that Dhote-arrived in those 
meetings when Satya Narain Sharma was about to finish 
his speech. We have disbelieved his statement made from 
memory. It seems to us that he has yentured to sneak ‘from 
memory’ in order to help the appellants and R.C. Sharma. 
Third, Manohar Tajane, Shesh Rao Kambale and marot Rao 
say nothing in their evidence about the presence of Dhote 
during the speech of Gunawant Nagpur and Satya Narain 
Sharma. Marot Rao is one of the appellants in this appeal. 
The note alleged to have been made by Manohar Kashinath 
Kalankar in his note-book does not get support from their 
testimony. Fourth. Yfidao Shirpurkar said that Dhote was 
present when Satya Narain Sharma was speaking. The High 
Court has disbelieved him. We see no reason to differ with 
the High Court. He has admitted that he was the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Nagpur City Congress Committee. He has also 
admitted that he has canvassed and given speeches in sup- 
port of R. C. Sharma. He has distributed cards for R. C. 
Sharma, He was R. C. Sharma’s counting agent also. He is 
thus a partisan witness. The High Court has made an adverse 
note about his demeanor. He is unable to explain his pre- 
sence in the meeting, for his evidence shows that he had no 
prior information of the meeting. Although he was very 
closely connected with the election campaign of R. C. 
Sharma, he admits that he informed neither the Congress 
Election Office nor R. C. Sharma of the offending speeches 
of Dhote and Satya Narain Sharma. According to him he 
and Manohar Tajane went together to the meeting. He 
further says that when Satya Narain Sharma finished his 
speech, both of them were away to Itwari Chowk for about 
11/2 hours for taking tea. When both of them returned to 
the meeting, Dhote was speaking. Manohar Tajane does not 
support him there. According to him. he did not go with 
Yadao Shirpurkar to Itwari Chowk. They parted company 
after the end of Satya Narain Sharma's speech. Yadao Shir- 
purkar betrays a tendency of giving evassive answers to 
awkward questions in cross-examination by merely saying 
“I do not remember.” For all these reasons, we are not in- 
clined to place reliance on his evidence. 
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In his cross-examination Satya Narain Sharma has state:.! 
that he arrived at the meeting when Kcsho Rao Gadekar 
vs as speaking. He further said that Dhote spoke after him. 
He was not asked as to whether Dhote was present in the 
meeting when he arrived or while he was speaking. In his 
examinution-in-chicf Dhote stated that he reached the meet- 
ing after the speech of Satya Narain Shnrma. In his cross- 
examination he stated that he generally arrived in the meet- 
ings at the end as several meetings were addressed by him- 
every day. He further stated that he did not Temcmber whe- 
ther Gunawnnt Nagpur spoke in this meeting. He was not 
specifically asked whether it was a fact that he arrived at 
the meeting when Gunawant Nagpurc was speaking. It ntay 
also be observed that the appellants did not come forward 
with n positive case in their petition that Dhote was present 
during the speech of Satya Narain Sharma and that he did 
not protest against the allegedly offending statements of 
Satya Narain Shnrma. This lack of a positive statement is a 
characteristic of the appellant’s allegation of consent in res- 
pect of all the meetings discussed earlier. In the circumstan- 
ces of this case and for the reasons already discussed we 
think that the High Court has rightly held that the appel- 
lants have failed to prove the consent of Dhote to the speech 
of Satya Narain Sharma in this meeting. 

The Case against Dhote. 

We shall now examine the appellant's evidence against 
Dhote. The High Court has elaborately discussed and com- 
mented upon their evidence. As we are in agreement with 
the High Court, we shall indicate only the salient features 
ol the evidence, 

Nawl Mangnlwari Meeting: 29-3-1971. 

It is alleged in paragraph 23(a) of the election petition 
that Satya Narain Sharma and Pundlik Masurkar said that 
Rikhabchand Sharma “is a man haveing no charcter and is 
a smuggler of gold". Satya Narain Sharma, it is alleged, 
also said that Rikhabchand Sharma “has taken a bribe of 
Rs. 5 lakhs from powerloom owners and, therefore, the re- 
commendations of Ashok Mehta Committee to the effect that 
the coloured saris should not be printed on powerloom has 
not been given effect to,” "It is further that Dhote also” 
made personal attack on Shri Sharma saying that he has no 
character." 

In his written statement Dhote has admitted that he had 
spoken in the meeting. But he said that he made no adverse 
remarks against Rikhabchand Sharma. 

To prove their case, the appellants examined Marot Rao 
(one ot them), Ishwargiri, Shankar Laxman Nandankar and 
Manohar Kashinath Kalankar. We shall discuss the evidence 
of the last witness at a later stage and under the general 
heading of police witnesses. For the present. We shall 
confine ourselves to the evidence Of the remaining witnesses. 

As regards Marot Rao, the High Court says that his evi- 
dence is not reliable. The High Court has further remarked 
that counsel for the appellants did not rely on his evidence. 
According to the High Court. Ishwar Ciiri did not attend 
the meeting and has given a turored version. Shankar 
Laxman Nandankar was a chance witness and is not be- 
lieved by the High Court. Counsel for the appellants has 
not been able to show us that the High Court is wrong In 
the appraisal of the evidence of the aforesaid witnesses. 

Marot Rao is an appellant in this case, lie is an interest- 
ed witness. He is also an omnibus witness. He claims to 
have been present not only in this meeting but also in the 
Ganji peth and Kasturchand park meetings. Admittedly, he 
did not take down notes of the speeches. His evidence does 
not completely correspond to the pleadings in paragraph 
23(a). In his evidence he says that Fundalik Masurkar cal- 
led him a smuggler of pold. In his evidence lie says that 
Satya Narain Sharma stud that Rikhabchand Sharma has 
received Rs. 5 lakhs from powerloom owners, and that he 
was a man of no character. 

Ishwar Giri, is a chance witness. He has admitted thui in 
his life he has never attended any meeting except this meet- 
ing. He pretended to have an excellent memory. But a vigo- 


rous cross-examination as shattered his tall claim, and has 
shown that he is a man of short memory. He has admitted 
that he did not take notes of the speeches in the meeting. 
According to him, Pundlik Masurkar said that Rikhabchand 
Sharma was carrying on smuggling business and was cor- 
rupt. atya Narain Sharma said that when the Bunker Sena 
made a statement on the production of coloured saris on 
power loom, the Maharashtra Government “hung up the 
Ashok Mehta Committee Report on ft Peg”. Rikhabchand 
Sharma was “a leader of the people who manufacture illicit 
liquor in Nagpur and who run gambling dens in Nagpur". 
Dhote said that corrupt and characterless Rikhubcnnnd 
Sharma was talking of purchasing poor people. Cornu-,! and 
characterless Sharma has committed the political murder “of 
my friend Deoghare”. Corrupt Sharma has secured 500 
powerlooms for the Momins. He has taken Rs. J lakhs from 
them and he has distributed that amount lavishly for election 
imposes He runs distillation centres, gambling dens and 
rothels in Nagpur. Obviously he is making prcceptible im- 
provements on the pleadings In paragraph 23(a) of the 
petition. 

Shanker Laxman Nandankar also is a chance witness. Nawl 
Mangalwari is three miles from his house. He says that he 
went to the house of this aunt’s son who is living there be- 
cause he was called by the latter to his house, But for this 
explanation he would not have been present In the meeting. 
Admittedly, he did not take down notes of the speeches. 
Although several speakers spoke in the meeting, he does not 
remember the speeches of the speakers other than Dhote, 
Pundlik Masurkar and Satya Narain Sharma. According to 
him, Pundlik Masurkar said that Rikhabchand Sharma was 
selling land which he had purchased during his Mayoralty 
of the Nagpur City Corporation and using that money for 
election. He also said that Rikhabchand Sharma was carrying 
on ‘smuggling business’. Satya Narain Sharma said that 
Rikhabchand Sharma was a corrupt man and that he had 
taken money from powerloom owners and was utilising that 
money for elections. He also said that Rikhabchand Sharma 
carried on 'Smuggling business’ and that he was a corrupt 
and characterless man. Dhote said that Rikhabchand Sharma 
was u corrupt man. While paragraph 23(a) of the petition 
alleges that Rikhabchand Sharma was culled a man of no 
character, he says that Rikhabchand Sharma was also spoken 
of as a corrupt man. He makes other variations and omis- 
sions from the pleadings in his evidence. 

Having regard to the foregoing discussion, wc agree with 
the High Court that it will not be safe to rely upon the 
evidence of these witnesses. 

Ganji Peth : 30-3-1971. 

Paragraph 23(d) of the petition alleges that Satya Narain 
Sharma and Dhote spoke in this meeting. Satya Narain 
Sharma said that Rikhabchand Sharma “is a supporter of 
gundus and gangs involved in smuggling." Dhote said that 
Rikhabchand Sharma “is trying to purchase votes by money." 
He also said that Rikhabchand Sharma “is a corrupt man 
and in fact Rikhabchand Sharma is the name corruption." 
The appellants examined three witnesses, Marot Rao (one of 
them), Mohd. Yakub Qamar and Dr. Ram Narain. The 
High Court has not relied upon the evidence of Marot Rao. 
Regarding M°hd. Yakub Qamar, it has held that he did 
not attend the meeting. Dr, Ram Narain, according to the 
High Court, has given false evidence. 

Wc have already rejected the testimony of Marot Rao 
in regard to Nawi Mangalwari meeting. Obviously, there 
is variance between the pleading and his evidence in regard 
to the speeches of Satya Narain Sharma and Dhote. Mohd. 
Yakub Qamar seems to have a grouse against Dhote. He 
is the Chairman of the powerloom society. He has admitted 
that Dhote led an agitation against the production of colour- 
ed saris on powerlooms and that powerloom society was 
opposed to the agitation. He was a Congress candidate for 
the Nagpur Corporation in the elections held in 1959, 1962 
and 1969. He is an ‘active’ member of the Congress. He has 
admitted that he did not take notes of the speeches in the 
meeting, He has also admitted that he did not inform any- 
body about the speeches in the meeting ; he did not inform 
even the Congress Election Office. With his interest in the 
Congress candidate, it is difficult to believe that if Satya Narain 
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Sharma and Dhote had made objectionable speeches, he 
would have failed to inform Rikhabchand Sharmn or the 
Congress Election Office. He is a man of weak memory. 
He could not. reproduce the speech of Salya Narain Sharmn 
which he had repeated, earlier in his evidence. Me could not 
explain as to how the appellants came to know that he was 
present in the meeting. There is variance between the plead- 
ing and his evidence as regards (he speeches of Salya Narain 
Sharma and Dhote. According to him, Sntyn Narain Sharmn 
said that Rikhabchand Sharma was the protector of the 
goondns and that he arranged for regular payments to be 
made to the police by persons who mainlined gambling 
dens and that he also indulged in smuggling gold. Dhote, 
according to him, said that Rikhabchand Sharma was a 
Brashtachari (corrupt). 

Dr. Ram Narain has appeared as a witness for Rikhab- 
chand Sharma. He was the counting agent of Rikhabchand 
Sharma and was in the hall where counting was done from 
8-00 a. m. to 10.00 p.m, He was a Congress candidate in (he 
Nagpur Corporation election, in 1969. He is an ‘active' 
member of the Congress. So, he is highly interested witness. 
He has admitted that he did not inform Rikhabchand 
Sharma and the appellants about his presence in the meeting. 
Having regard to his interest in Rikhabchand Sharma, it is 
difficult to believe that if any objectionable speeches had 
been made in the meeting by Satya Narain Sharma and 
Dhote, he would have failed to inform Rikhabchand Sharma 
of the offending speeches. There is variance between the 
pleading and his evidence in regard to their speeches. 
According to him, Satya Narain Sharma and Dhote both 
said that Rikhabchand Sharma “was arranging regular pay- 
ment to the police, that he was siding with the goondas 
and that he carried on smuggling .business.” They also said 
that he was a corrupt and discredited man. He also said that 
Dhote asked a question “whose name was Brashtachari and 
himself answered by saying that Congrcsscha nam Brashta- 
chari (Congress is corrupt). He also said (hat the Congress 
men were Haram Khor (bad living) and they purchased votes 
with tainted money. He further said that Rikhabchand 
Sharma was a Brashtachari (corrupt).” 

In view of the foregoing discussion, we are in agreement 
with the High Court that no reliance can be placed on the 
evidence of these witnesses. 

Maska Sath— 7-4-1971 : 

The appellants examined two witnesses, Manbhar Tajane 
and Yadao Shirpurkar. The High Court has held that the 
former is a tutored witness and (he latter is not reliable. 

There is variance between the pleading and the evidence 
of Manohar Tajane. He also tried to improve on the plead- 
ing. Paragraph 23(c) of the petition alleges that Satya Narain 
Sharma said that Rikhabchand Sharma “is a man of no 
character.” Dhote said that “the fight is between corruption 
and purity represented by him and corruption by respondent 
No. 3." According to Manohar Tajane Satya Narain Sharma 
said that Rikhabchand Sharma “is corrupt and deals in smug- 
gling of gold.” He also said that Rikhabchand Sharma was 
“characterless and is a protector or people who are dealing 
in liquor, ganja, satta and gambling,” According to him, 
Dhote said that “it is a fight between” corruption and charac- 
terless and purity and good character. "On one side there is 
corrupt Sharma, on the other good character and purity.” 

Yadao Rao Shirpurkar, as discussed earlier, is highly 
interested in Rikhabchand Sharma. His evidence suffers 
from the same infirmities as that of Manohar Tajane. The 
High Court did not rely on their testimony, and so do we. 

Chamar Nala 14-4-1971 : 

The appellants examined Laxminaraynn Ganjli (one of 
them) and Shankerlal. The High Court says that the evi- 
dence of the former is thoroughly unreliable and counsel 
for the appellants did not refer to his evidence at all. 
Shankerlal, the High Court has found, did not attend the 
meeting, Laxminarayan is one of the appellants. lie is 
accordingly an interested witness. Admittedly, he took no 
notes of the speech. Although ho says that both the 
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appellants gave information to the lawyer who drafted their 
election petition, he did not inform the lawyer about his 
presence in the meeting and about the offending speech deli- 
vered by Dhote. He makes improvement upon the pleading. 
Paragraph 23(d) of the petition alleges that Dhote said that 
Rikhabchand Sharma “is a corrupt man supported by cor- 
rupt Naik Government.” In his evidence, he says that Dhote 
said that. Rikhabchand Sharma has become rich by indulg- 
ing in corruption and black-market, Rikhabchand Sharma 
was trynig to purchase votes by money. A corrupt man like 
Rikhabchand Sharma would not usher in the socialist 
society. He was the symbol of the sin in the city of Nagpur. 

Shankerlal could not tell the name of the President of 
the meeting. Admittedly, he took no notes of the speech. 
He also admits that he did not tell any body of his presence 
in the meeting. lie also makes improvement upon the plead- 
ing. According to him, Dhote said that Rikhabchand Sharma 
was a Brashtachari and that all his money was earned by 
corruption. He also said “Yc Rikhabchand Sharma earns 
money by corruption.” 

Wc agree with the High Court that it is not safe to rely 
upon the evidence of these witnesses. 

Kitsturrhnnd Park — 15-4-1971 : 

The appellants have examined Marot Rao (one of them) 
lanaklal and Namdco Rao. The High Court held that Marot 
Rao was not present in the meeting and is an unreliable 
witness. It has also held that Nambeo Rao is an interested 
witness and that he did not attend the meeting. Janaklal’s 
evidence is not helpful to the appellant’s case. According 
to him, Dhote delivered an innocuous speech, It has found 
that Namdeo Rao is an interested witness and was not 
present in the meeting. 

Marot Rao, being an appellant, is an interested witness. 
The dais in the meeting was improvised on a truck which 
had been used in the procession taken out before the meet- 
ing. But he did not say that the dais was improvised on a 
truck. He improved upon the pleading. We have already re- 
jected his evidence in regard to other meetings. 

Janaklal also could not say that the dais was improvised 
on a truck. He is a chance witness. Moreover, according to 
him, Dhote simply said that “he did not went to say any- 
thing about Sri Sharma that they would learn about him 
after readnig Gram Sewark.” This evidence does not attri- 
bute to Dhote any statement of fact which would fall within 
the grip of section 123(4). 

Namdeo Rao is an interested witness. He is a member 
of the Congress which has set up Rikhabchand Sharma as 
a candidate. He was Rikhabchand Sharma’s counting agent in 
the election. He did not inform anyone about the speech 
of Dhote. Tt is difficult to believe that if Dhote had. in fact 
made any objectionable remarks he would have failed to in- 
form Rikhabchand Sharma. He has improved upon the 
pleading- Paragraph 23(e) alleges that Dhote said that 
Rikhabchand Sharma “is corrupt.” According to his evidence. 
Dhote said that Rikhabchand Sharma was a corrupt man 
and has no character. He also said that Rikhabchand 
Sharma was dealing in illicit liquor and was running brothels 
and was a smuggler of gold. ~ There is one curious thing 
about him. While according to lanaklal Dhote said that 
“he did not want to say anything about. Sri Sharma and 
that they would learn about him after reading Gram 
Sewak,” he says that Dhote first said that he did not want to 
speak anything about Sri Rikhabchand .Sharma and that the 
audience knew about the work of Rikhabchand Sharma. 
Thereafter he says that Dhote further made the aforesaid 
false statement regarding the character of Rikhabchand 
Sharma. Thus he seeks to reconcile his statement to that 
of Janaklal. 

Like the High Court, we arc unable to rely on the evi- 
dence of these witnesses. 

Polite witnesses : 

We shall now consider the evidence of the two C.I.D. 
Shorthand writers, Manohar Kashinath Kalankar and Shesh 
Rao Kambalc. 
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Manohar Kashinath Kalankai' Was it is said that present 
in the Nawi Mangalwari, Ganji Pelh, Maska Salh, Chamar 
Nala and Kashlurchand Park meetings. Shesh Rao Kambale 
was present in the Ganji Peth, Maska Sath, Chamar Nala 
and Kasturchand Park meetings. One of the other of them 
took down the notes of the speeches of pnndalik Masnrkar, 
Satya Narain Sharma, Dhote and other speakers. The notes 
were taken down in shorthand except in the case of Dhote's 
speech in the Nawi Mangalwari meeting. That speech was 
taken down in long hand in Marathi by Manohar Kashinath 
Kalankar. The transcribed note of speeches recorded by 
Manohar Kashinath Kalankar at the Nawi Mangalwari are 
Ex. 70, at Ganji Peth, Ex. 71, at Maska Sath Elx. 72, at 
Chamar Nala Chowk, Ex, 73. The transcribed notes of 
speeches recorded by Shesh Rao Kambale in the meeting 
at Ganji Peth are marked Ex. 79 and at Maska Sath, Ex. 
80. The transcribed notes of the speech of Dhotc is the 
Kasturchand Park meeting are marked Ex, 81. It appears 
that the High Court was not sure that the speeches have 
been correctly recorded in the note-books. The High Court 
has also found that they were “loo ready and willing m 
help the petitioners,” and it will not be safe to rely on their 
testimony. Three preliminary questions arise for our consi- 
deration: (1) the scope of appellate review in this case, (2) 
Ihc admissibility of notes of speeches recorded by the 
aforesaid witnesses and (3) their credibility. 

Scope of appellate review : 

Section 116A of the Act provides for an appeal to Ihis 
Court from an order of the High Court dismissing an elec- 
tion petition. The appeal lies both on issues of law and of 
facts. Section 116C applies the Code of Civil Procedure as 
nearly as possible. Hence the present appeal is in the nature 
of a first appeal from decree under that Code. The power 
of the appellate Court is very wide. It can reappraise the 
evidence and reverse the trial courts findings of tact. But 
like any other power, it is not unconflned : it is 
subject to certain inbarrent limitations in relation to a con- 
clusion of fact. While the trial court has not only read 
the evidence of witnesses on record but has also read their 
evidence in their faces, looks and manners, the appellate 
Court is confined to their evidence on record. Accordingly 
“the view of the trial judge as to where credibility lies is 
entitled to great weight.’’ (See Saravccraswami Vs. Talluri) 
(i)However, the appellate court may interfere with a finding 
of fact if the trial court is shown to have overlooked any 
material feature in the evidence of a witness or if the 
balance of probabilities as to the credibility of the witness 
is inclined against the opinion of the trial court, (See Sarju- 
perchad v. Raja Jwaleshwari Pratap Narain Singh id 2 ) This 
limitation on the power of the appellate court in a first 
appeal from decree, on principle, will also apply to an 
election appeal under section U6A. Tt has been so extended 
by this Court. Whether we should believe the witnesses or 
not involves how far we should enter into facts. “No doubt, 
an appeal before this Court under S. 116A is an appeal. . . , 
on facts and law; still the practice of the courts has uni- 
formaly been (o give the greatest assurance to the assessment 
of evidence made by the Judge who hears the witnesses and 
watches their demeanour and judges of their credibility in 
the first instance. Tn an appeal the burden is on the appellant 
to prove how the Judgment under appeal is wrong. To 
establish this he must do something more than merely ask 
for a reassessment of the evidence. He must show wherein 
the assessment has gone wrong.” (See Narbada Prasad v. 
Chhaganlalld' 1 ) It should also be borne in mind (hat in 
the instant ease the High Court has held Dhote not 
guilty of the alleged corrupt practice which is a quasi-crimi- 
nal charge. This Court should be slow to disagree with the 
findings of the High Court based on appreciation of evidence. 
(D. P, Misra vs. Kamal Narain harma).) 1 ) The appellants 
should put their ease within the scope of this limited 
review ; otherwise they should not succeed. 

Council for the appellants point out that in Wcddlar (Supra) 
and Vlrendra Kumar Sakleeha V. JagJlwanG) this Court has 

1. A.I.R. 1949 P.C. 32. 

2. (1950) S.C.R. 781 at p. 784 per Mukherjea J. 

3. (1969) 1. S.C.R. 499 at p. 504 by Hidayatullah C.J. 

4. (1971) 3 S.C.R. 257 at p. 261 per Shah J 

5. (1971) 1. S.C.C. 826, 


reappraised evidence and reversed findings of facts 

relating to corrupt practice recorded by the High 

Court. Reddiar (Supra) is plainly distinguishable from the 
present case. We have earlier referred to this case. The oral 

evidence in the case was corroborated by “unimpeachable 

documentary evidence” of applications to police for permis- 
sion to hold meetings and by police reports of speeches deli- 
vered in the meetings. As regards the reports of speeches the 
Court said Ihat the police witnesses were “not shown to be 
inimically disposed towards the respondent or his party". 
Sakalcha is indeed against the appellants. There the High 
Court had believed the oral evidence in proof of corrupt 
practices. This Court, on a reappraisal of the evidence, 
came to the reassuring conclusion that the witnesses “wero 
all prepared on (he same pattern of evidence.” In the present 
case the High Court has recorded a similar finding. Admissi- 
bility of their evidence : 

Counsel for Dhote has submitted that their evidence is 
inadmissible. In this connection it will be necessary to refer 
to ss. 159, 160 and 161 of the Indian Evidence Act. 

“S.1J9. A witness may, while under examination refresh 
his memory by referring to any writing made by 
himself al the time of the transaction concerning 
which he is questioned, or so soon afterwards that 
the Court considers it likely that the ransaction 
was at that time fresh in his memory. 

The witness may also refer to any sdfch writing made 
by any other person, and read by the witness 
within the time aforesaid, if when he read it he 
know it to be correct. 

"Whenever a witness may refresh his memory by re- 
ference to any document, he may, with the per- 
mission of the Court, refer to a copy of such 
document : 

Provided the Court be satisfied that there is sufficient 
reason for the non-production of the original : 

“S-160. A witness may also testify to facts mentioned in 
any such document as is mentioned in section 159, 
although he has no specific recollection of the facts 
themselves, If he Is sure that the facts were cor- 
rectly recorded In the document, (emphasis added) 

“S-161. Any writing referred to under the provisions of 
the two last precednig sections must be produced 
and shown to the adverse party if he requires it; 
such party may, if he pleases, cross-examine the 
witness thereupon.” 

There arc thus three conditions for admitling their evi- 
dence. The first condition is that the notes must have been 
taken down by them as and when the speeches were being 
delivered or so soon afterwards that the speeches were fresh 
in their memory. The second condition is that the witnesses 
must be sure that the speeches have been correctly recorded 
by them. The third condition is that the notes must be pro- 
duced and shown to the adverse party if he hcquires them. 
Such party may cross-examine them if he so desires. 

It does not appegr to have been the case of Dhote that 
the witnesses were not present in the meeting except in 
which the offending speeches were delivered. The witnesses 
have stated that they took down the notes of the speeches 
as and when they were being delivered. Accordingly, the 
first condition is satisfied, Counsel for Dhote says that the 
third condition was not satisfied. The transcribed notes of 
the speeches were given to Dhote on demand and he has 
cross-examined the witnesses, But counsel says that the notes 
of speeches are in short-hand which Dote cannot decipher 
at all. According to him, the notes must have been recorded 
in the language which can be understood by the adverse 
party. We are unable to appreciate this extreme contention. 
Tt means that the rolls of a speech recorded in Bengali or 
Oriya will be inadmissible if the adverse party is ignorant 
of that script and language. Not any uniform rational princi- 
ple but Ihc literacy and multi-linguality of the adverse 
party will determine the admissibility of document. This 
interpretation of s.J61 is absurd as well as impracticable. 
The Evidence Act itself furnishes congent evidence agamsl 
(his interpretation. According to s. 98, evidence may be 
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given to show the meaning of illegible or not commonly 
intelligible characters, of foreign, obsolete, technical, local 
and provincial expressions, of abbreviations, and of words 
used in peculiar sense. Under s. 162, where a witness asked 
to produce a document in Court, objects to its production, 
the Court shall decide on such objection. For this purpose 
the Court may inspect the document, unless it refers to 
matters of Stale. The Court may get the document translated 
if it cannot read the original. Notes in short-hand may be 
said to be in ‘not commonly intelligible characters’ and 
‘abbreviations’ under s. 98. Evidence can be given to show 
their meaning. It is a matter of every day experience that 
commercial documents recorded in muhujani are admitted 
in the civil courts. Claims arc even founded on those docu- 
ments. We go by English translations of documents on re- 
cord. So we reject this argument. 

However, the nole of the speech taken down by Manohar 
Kashinath Kalankar in the Nuwi Mangalwari meeting is in- 
admissible under s. 160. The relevant extract from his notes 
of Dhote's speech is Ihis : “Brashtuchari Sharmu is speaking 
the language of purchasing poor people .... ut the time of 
election (you) will get note (money) but for the movement 
1 am willing to shed my blood." In his cxamination-in-chief 
Kalankar has deposed that the extract was correctly recorded 
by him while Dhotc was speaking. But in his cross-examination 
he has made this admission : “It is possible that if the speaker 
had said : ‘‘Brashtuchari Congresscha Sharma” a word might 
have been missed. Now, I say that the word “Congresscha” 
might have been missed.” Now there is a world of difference 
between “Brnshtachari Sharma” and “Brushtachari Con- 
gresscha Sharma”. The former means ‘fallen-conduct Sharma’ ; 
the latter means 'Sharma of the fallen-conduct Congress. 
If Dhotc had really said "Brashtuchari Congresscha Sharma” 
it would not amount to a corrupt practice. This admission 
of Kalankar in his cross-examination casts doubt on the 
accuracy of his recording of Dhote's speech in this meeting. 

Two other circumstances also enhunce our doubt. Ad- 
mittedly, Dhotc spoke in Marathi. Kalankar is not a 
Marathi short hand writer. So he says that he took down 
the speech of Dhote in long hand in Marathi. It is quite 
possible that in the long hand recording of a speech some 
words might be missed by the reporter. Again, while the 
election pelilion alleges that in Ihis meeting Dhole said only 
that Rikhabchand was a ‘Characterless man’ (Charitrahin), 
in the aforesaid extract the charges arc of Rikhabchand 
Sharma being of fallen-conduct and of the electors getting 
money in the election. On account of all these circumstan- 
ces, we are not sure that the extract is a correct recording of 
the speech of Dhotc. Hence we will exclude from consi- 
deration the aforesaid extract as being inadmissible in evi- 
dence. 

Counsel for the appellant has referred us to Kuntl Prasad 
.laja-Sluiiikar Yagnlk vs. Purshottanidas Raiichboddas 
Patel( 0 ) and P. C. Purchotlinma Reddiar vs. S. PeriimeK 6 7 ). 

These cases do not help him. In the former case, the police 
reporters who took down the speeches of Shanbhu Mnharaj 
had stated that they had correctly recorded the speeches. 
Nothing was elicited from their cross-examination to cast 
doubt on their asserted correct recording of the speeches. 
The High Court believed the police witnesses .and this Court 
affirmed the view of the High Court. In the latter case, Ihc 
police reports of speeches were not cited for the purpose of 
proving the commission of any corrupt practice. They were 
cited merely lo prove that the returned candidate had held 
certain meetings, the expenses of which he had not shown 
in his return of election expenses. The corrupt practice 
charged was of spending more than the authorised amount in 
election. The Court was not concerned with the question 
whether the police reports of speeches w'ere admissible in 
proof of a corrupt practice under s. 123(4). 

Credibility of the evidence of tlie aforesaid witnesses. — 

Dhote spoke in Hindi in the Chamar Nala meeting. 
Kalankar claims to have recorded his speech in the meeting. 
The relevant extract from his speech is as follows: “Sharma 
and Naik (reference is to Rikhabchand Sharma and Vasant 
Rwo Nuik, Chief Minister of Maharashtra) have become 
rich by corruption. Corruption thy name is Rikhabchand.” 
He also said: “You have to cast your vote nfier thinking 

6. (1969) 3 S. C. R. 400. 

7. (1972) 2 S. C. R. 646. 
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properly. It will be decided in Ihis election whether people 
here will choose corruption or a social worker". It will not 
be safe to place implicit reliance on his testimony in regard 
to this meeting. While assessing the probative value of 
his evidence, it will be necessary to remember that “the 
report of a short-hand writer is, strictly speuking, not subs- 
tantive evidence as such, and the document can only be used 
as a part of the oral evidence sanctified by oath”. 

(Knntl Prasad Jnyslinnkar Yagnik, supra). — 3 here are 
several reasons why his testimony does not inspire 
confidence. Firstly, there is some evidence to show that the 
Nagpur Police must have had a strong prejudice against 
Dhote. Rikhabchand Sharmu has filed a written statement. 
He has annexed a schedule to the written statement. The 
schedule gives a list of 25 cases against Dhote. On May 4 , 
1.964 Dhote ulongwith his associates assaulted Head Consta- 
ble Deo Narain who was on duty at Yeotmal. In a public 
meeting held ut Pimpari he is alleged to have delivered a 
speech instigating the people for looting godowns and assault- 
ing public servants. On April 11, 1968 he delivered a 
speech in a public meeting at Hinganghat instigating people 
to assault government oliicials. On October 17, 1968 at 
Akola Railway Station he forcibly cnlered into a first class 
compartment in which the late Shii Gopalrao Khedekur, a 
minister of Mahai ashtrn, was travelling by pushing the 
Police Inspector aside. On Muy 5, 1970 he is said to have 
delivered a speech al Wardba threatening police Sub-Inspector 
Pawsu for prosecuting Forward Block workers and demand- 
ing his transfer and threatening revenge if he was not trans- 
ferred. On November 22, 1970, Dhote along with bis fol- 
lowers led a procession and is alleged to have threatened the 
police and caused damage to ihe police wireless van. 

Secondly, Manohar Kashinath ‘Kalankar has evidently 
made exaggerations in his oral evidence. For instance, in 
his examination-in-chief he said that he hud attended meet- 
ings of different parties. But in cross-examination he was 
forced to admit that he had attended only one meeting of 
the Hindu Mahasabha. He said in his cross-examination 
(Fiat he could not tell from memory what speeches were de- 
livered in the meetings which he attended. It will indicate 
that he is not a man of super-human memory. Nevertheless 
he has ventured to vouchsafe from memory that Dhotc was 
present from the very beginning in the meetings in which 
Poundnlik Musurkur and Sutya Narain Sharma were speakers. 
On cross-examination, he admitted that there is no note to 
(hat effect in his note-book. Wc have already held that he 
seems to be interested in helping the cause of Rikhabchand 
Sharma and appellants. From a witness of speeches he has 
converted himself to a witness of Dhote’s consent for the 
speeches of Pundulik Masurkar and Satya Narain Sharma, 
Wc have already rejected his evidence in that connection. 
So he is not impartial witness. Thirdly, it is not free from 
doubt that he was present in the Chamar Nala meeting. 
The relevant, extract from his notes of the speech is: 
“Sharma and Naik had become rich by corruption . . . Cor- 
ruption thy name is Rikhabchand . . . You have to cast 
your vole after thinking properly. It will be decided in this 
election whether people here will choose corruption or a 
social worker". Counsel for the appellants says that Kalan- 
kar was not specifically cross-examined in regard to his 
presence in the meeting. It is true that he was not confron- 
ted with the straight question that he was not present in the 
meeting and was falsely deposing. But the, trend of cross- 
examination unmistakably shows Ihnt the eros-cxumincr was 
questioning his presence in the meeting. The relevant cross- 
examination elicits: “My notes show that the Chamar Nala 
niecling of 14-4-1971 was called by the Azad Bilim Sena. 
Generally we short-hand reporters do not attend cultural func- 
tions or meetings held to celebrate birth anniversaries or 
death anniversaries. 1 cannot tell whether the names of the 
speakers who were to address Ihe meeting on 14-4-1971 
were curlier announced. Nobody had told me nor did I 
ask anybody whether Shri Jambuwantrao Dhotc was going 
lo speak at the meeting." His presence having been ques- 
tioned, il was incumbent on the appellants to produce docu- 
mentary evidence in proof of his presence. There is no 
doubt that if he were really present in the meeting, convinc- 
ing police documentary evidence will be available to prove 
his presence. He has admitted that for going to the meet- 
ing a conveyance was given to him by the Department. No 
evidence has been produced to prove this fact also. 

The meeting was called to celebrate Ambcdkar Jayanti 
day. Dhote spoke in Hindi. But in the whole of Dhole’s 
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speech, which Kaianknr has noted down in his note-book, 
there is a solitary reference, to the late B, R. Ainbedkar and 
that too in Marathi. He is reported to have said: “Today 
we are celebrating tile .Tayanti o£ a great man", (emphasis 
added). The rise of the mild epithet ‘great’ land that too 
only once), is rather startling and unexpected of Dhote. He 
had gone there with an eye oil vote-catching. He 
should accordingly have devoted the major part of his speech 
in enlogising the qualities and service of the Jate Dr, B. R. 
Ambedkar to the downtrodden and thus winning their heart 
and mind, The probability is that he would have merely 
alluded to the aspect of election from the side-lines. But 
his entire speech as recorded by Kalankar is devoted to 
election. It is highly improbable to expect that from a 
shrewed speaker like Dhote. It creates misgivings in our 
mind about the presence of Kalankar in the meeting. Again, 
Kalankar has admitted in his cross-examination that “Shri 
Dhote’s speech is always systematic and thero is no inco- 
herence in it”. Yet when one specific incoherent portion in 
Dhote’s speech as recorded by him was pointed out to him, 
he admitted that the said portion does not Jit in with what 
precedes and succeeds it. Dhote in recorded to he speaking 
about the poverty of the people. In that context he said 
that “in the meeting at l.akarganj, Chief Minister Vasant 
Rao Naik had said that they are poor who have committed sins 
In their past life. This is a humiliating statement. No 
sooner he said so, people raised slogans that. Chief Minister 
Naik should go away. Chief Minister who talks of usher- 
ing in socialism should disclose in which book it is written 
that poverty is the consequence of the sins of the past life". 
After this portion the incoherent portion begins: “You 
should consider how Rikhab Chand Sharma and Vasant 
Rao Naik can usher in socialism. When the whole 
country was fighting for independence, Sharma Ji was 
doing the work of puncture repairing. There are others 
who are doing that work, but they have not become capita- 
lists. Sharma Ji and Naik have become rich by corruption. 
Sharma is rich. Therefore, wc are poor. Sharmaji’s brain 
is filled in reverse and he is a candidate of the Congress". 
Thereafter the speech continues: “Taking the aid of their 
wealth, Congress leaders like the Chief Minister Naik and 
Yashwunt Rao Chauhan arc caricaturing the poor. In this 
Republic those who have got ill-earned income are rulers. 
Wc are being looted and there is a fight for power. I can 
fight for the same. But poverty cannot, be eliminated by 
such conduct as that of Sharma’’. Kalankar has made this 
admission in his cross-examination: “It is correct that if the 
faandwiched incoherent) portion is omitted, the continuity of 
tbe speech will remain and lhat the portion following the 
faandwiched) speech fits in the context of the portion pre- 
ceding it". This admission also easts doubt on his presence 
in the meeting. 

Dhote has examined himself and Rajababn Ganpatrao 
Meshram. Dhole has denied that he had made any offend- 
ing remarks against Rikhabcliand Sharma which ‘Kalankar 
attributed to him in his note-book. Let us keep aside his 
denial for he is interested in denial. But Rajababn Ganpat- 
rao Meshram’s evidence cannot be overlooked. According 
to Kalankar he presided over the meeting. He has deposed: 
“Ambedkar Jayanli falls on 14th of April. On 14th April, 
a meeting was held in Chamar Nala locality, This meeting 
was called by Azad Bhim Sena in connection with the 
Ambedkar Jayanti. J presided over this meeting". He 
said that the photographs of Dr. B. R. Ambedkar and 
Buddha were placed on the dais, and that they were garland- 
ed. According to him, Ajabrao Ingle spoke about the 
Baudha community and Dr. Ambedkar. The other speakers 
dwelt on the work of Dr. Ambedkar for the labourers. Tn 
his cross-examination on behalf of Rikhabchund Sharma, he 
admitted (hat Dhote also spoke about the election. In his 
cross-examination on behalf of the appellants, he said that 
Dhote first spoke on the problems of labour, then on Dr. 
Ambedkar and in the concluding part of his speech he said 
that he was standing as a candidate in the election. The 
High Court appears to have believed his evidence. He does 
not seem to be an interested witness. He has stood the 
test of cross-examination. There appears to be no reason 
why we should not believe his testimony. 

It is a curious feature of this case that neither during the 
election nor after the election there was a whisper of pro- 
test by any one. including Rikhabchatid Sharma against the 
alleged commission of corrupt practices. His statement issued 
after his defeat was published in the Nagpur Times of 
23-4-1971. Even there he does not complaint against the 


commission of corrupt practices by Dhote and his support- 
ers. 

The High Court did not consider it safe to rely on Knlan- 
kar’s evidence. Its view is got lamed on appreciation of 
evidence based on the credibility of the witness. For the 
reasons already discussed we arc unable to hold that the 
High Court has gone wrong in its view. It has not over- 
looked any material feature in the evidence. Nor can its 
view be said to be perverse. 

Shesh Ruo Kambale has recorded in short-hand the 
Marathi speeches of Dhote in the Ganji Path, Maska Satli 
and Kasturchand Park meetings. In the Ganji Peth meeting 
Dhote is reported to have said: “Bhrashtrachar thy name is 
Rikhabcliand . . . you should not cast, your vote in favour 
of fallen-conduct (bhrashtachar) and if you do not want to 
elect me, you may vote for other candidates. Do not vote 
for a man of fallen-conduct (bhrastrachari). Do not 
allow it to be- proved that you are companions of fallen-con- 
duct (bhrashtachar)". Counsel for the appellants says 
that this portion of Dhotc's speech makes out a corrupt 
practice under s. 123(4). We are reluctant to take that view. 
It is well to remember that it is one of those flourishes or 
hyperboles which are the common stock-in-trade of election 
speakers to exploit the emotions of the audience and to 
augment their popular support. Election speeches should 
be undetstood broad-mindedly, not literally. Election speak- 
ers often do not mean what they say, and the audience 
generally does not take them by their words. Even literally, 
“bhrashtachar” and “bhrashtachari" will not inevitably 
establish a corrupt practice. “Bhrashtachar” is a compound 
Sanskrit word. It is compounded of “bhrashta" and achar" 
The word “Bhrashta” is derived from the root “bhransh" 
which means, inter alia, ‘fallen’. (Sir Monicr-Williams; A 
Sanskrit English Dictionary 1956 Edn. p. 769). So 
"Bhrashtachar" means, inter alia, ‘fallen-conduct’ ; (compare 
Kalidasa’s phrase in the Meghduta; 

war tA 

fallen old leaves). “Bhrashtachari" will also mean a ’man 
oC fallen conduct’. The High Court has given a uniform 
meaning of ‘corruption’ to (he word ‘bhrashtachar’ in the 
reported speeches of Dhote. Tt appears to us from the con- 
text of the Ganji Peth speech that Dhote might have used 
the word ‘bhrashtachar’ in the sense indicated by us. In 
any ease, the context does not plainly exclude this innocuous 
interpretation. It is well-known that a person who takes 
liquor etc. is even now regarded by the common folk as a 
‘bhrashtachari’. So it cannot be said that the aforesaid por- 
tion of Dhotc's speech is susceptible of one and only one 
construction which will establish a corrupt practice. And 
Dhole cannot he put in peril on an ambiguity. 

In the Maska Sath meeting Dhote is reported to have 
said: "this is a war between truth and power. We have to 
sec whether truth wins or power wins. We have to sec 
whether truth wins or power loses, whether falsehood wins, or 
truth wins. We have to sec whether corruption wins or 
purity wins". By no stretch and strain of these words, it 
is possible to make out a corrupt practice, In this speech 
Dhole does not in our view make any statement of fact 
in relation to the personal character or conduct of Rikhab- 
chnnd Sharma, 

In the Kasturchand Park meeting Dhote is reported 10 have 
said: “In the Chitra Talkies meeting the Chief Minister of 
Maharashtra, his disciples, Mandoni or Sukhadani had said 
that Jambuwantrao Dhote would be buried seven patals deep. 
In democracy the language of burying seven patals is 
spoken and that also by the chief of a State. What is the 
meaning of this? As regards Rikhabchand Sharma he is 
reported to have said: “You know his achievements and his 
capacity. I do not wish to speak anything about him”. 
This speech also docs not amount to a corrupt practice. 

The police witnesses have said that they used to send 
transcribed summaries of their notes of speeches to the 
Maharashtra Government at Bombay. An application was 
made on behalf of the appellants in the High Court for 
summoning the appropriate officers to produce those sum- 
maries, for it was said that they would corroborate these 
witnesses. The High Court rejected (he application because 
it appears to have been made at a late stage in the course 
of arguments. An application has been made to the same 
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effect in this Court also. We do not think that it 
will be proper to allow the application for various reasons. 
Firstly, ;Kalankar said in his examination- in-chief that full 
reports of the speeches were sent to the Government at 
Bombay, but in his cross-examination he admitted that only 
summaries of the speeches were sent. Shesh Rao Kambalc 
has no doubt uniformly said that only the summaries were 
sent. But in view of the statement of the former witness 
we do not feel reassured that only summaries were sent. 
Secondly, the mere admission of summaries in evidence at 
this stage will not avail the appellants. A number of police 
witnesses from Nagpur as well as from Bombay will 
have to be summoned to give evidence. A number of docu- 
ments, especially the dispatch registers will have to be ad- 
mitted in evidence to ascertain whether full reports or 
summaries were sent to Bombay. Jt is relevant to mention 
that Dhote has accused the witnesses of making interpola- 
tions in their note-books. It is neilher proper nor prudent 
to launch an enquiry of such a magnitude at this stage. 
Thirdly, as regards the reported speeches of Pundalik 
Masurkar and Satya Narain Sharma, we have already held 
that they were not made with the consent of Dhotc. As 
regards the speeches of Dhote, we have earlier held that one 
of them is not admissible in evidence, and three others do 
not make out a corrupt practice. As regards the remain- 
ing one recorded by Kalankar in the Chamar Nala meeting, 
we have earlier expressed doubt about his presence in the 
meeting. So summaries will not advance the case of the 
appellants. It will remain ns it is now. In short, it will 
be a mere waste of time to summon them. 

The High Court has exhibited not only extracts from the 
reported speeches of Dhote but bus also admitted the full 
reports of his speeches. It is argued on behalf of the 
appellants that the full reports establish other instances of 
the pleaded corrupt practice against Dhote. The High 
Court was also addressed on this aspect. It did not accept 
the argument. Nor can wc. The other inslances were 
not pleaded in the petition. The appellants did not seek to 
amend the petition by incorporating those inslances. Dhotc 
got no opportunity to deny them to disprove them. He did 
not even cross-examination the police witnesses with respect 
to those instances. He confined his cross-examination mainly 
to the instances pleaded in the petition. Taking notice of 
the new instances will cause serious prejudice to him. 

Issue No. 9 : 

It is alleged that in the Kusturchand Park meeting Dhote 
and his followers distributed copies of the weekly Gram 
Sewak which was published by Atal Bahadur Singh with 
the consent of Dhote. Dhote has denied that he had con- 
sented to its publication. He has also denied that he and 
his followers distributed the Gram Sewak in the meeting. 
There is no doubt that the Gram Sewak contains an attack 
on the personal character of Rikhabchand Sharma and falls 
within the grip of s. 123(4) of the Act. But the High 
Court has found that neither Dhotc nor his followers distri- 
buted it. It has also found that Atal Bahadur Singh did not 
publish it with the consent of Dhote, Accordingly the issue 
has been decided against the appellants. 

Satya Narain Sharma, a witness for Dhote, has admitted 
that the copies of Gram Sewak were not distributed free 
but were sold out on the road running from the Kasturchand 
statue to the Assembly building after the close of the meet- 
ing. Similarly, another witness of Dhote, B.M. Gaikwad, 
has admitted that he saw copies of the Gram Sewak being 
sold outsicle the Kasturchand park. So the important ques- 
tions to be decided are ; (1) whether the Gram Sewak was 
published by Atal Bahadur Singh with the consent of Dhote; 
(2) whether Dhotc himself distributed the copies of the Gram 
Sewak in the meeting ; and (3) whether any of his followers 
distributed the copies of the Gram Sewak in the meeting. 

Re. (1) 

There is no direct evidence to prove that Atal Bahadur 
Singh published the Gram Sewak with the consent of Dhole. 
Consent, however, may be inferred from cicumstances. [See 
Sheopot Singh vs. Harish Chandra!*) and R. IVf. Slieshadri 
vs. G. Vasantha Pal.(O)]. Admittedly, Atal Bahadur Singh is 

( N ) A.I.R. 1960 S.C. 1217. 

O' 1 ) (1969) 2 S.C R. 1019. 


(he editor of the Gram Sewak. He has been examined by 
Dhote. He has stated that he had published the offending 
Gram Sewak oil his own initiative. He has denied that 
it was published by him with !he consent of Dhote. He 
has also slated that 1000 copies of the Gram Sew&k were 
printed on his order by Sri Sharda Mudranalaya, He had 
sent out of Nagpur 200 copies for sale ; about 180 compli- 
mentary copies were sent to the advertising agencies ; 200 
copies were sent (o the book stalls in Nagpur ; 200 copies 
were given to hawkers for sale. Out of the 400 copies given 
lo the bookstall keepers and hawkers, 70 copies were re- 
turned to him. He received the price for 330 copies sold 
by them. He has stated in cross-examination that he main- 
tains accounts relating lo (he publication of the Gram Sewak. 
He further said : “If I am asked to produce these tomorrow, 
I am willing to do so". No such demand was made on 
behalf of the appellants. His evidence supports the evidence 
of Satya Narain Sharma that the Gram Sewak was sold 
and not distributed free outside the meeting. There is no- 
thing in his evidence to discredit his testimony. He has 
been believed by the High Court. So wc share the view of 
the High Court that it was sold by hawkers only. Atal 
Bahadur Singh has admitted that he had been convassing 
for Dhote in his ward. He has also admitted that he had 
pasted certain posters in his ward soliciting support for Dhotc 
at his expense. He has also admitted that he had been 
working with Dhotc in certain associations and in the Maha 
Vidarbha Andolan. His association with and his canvassing 
for Dhote could not establish that the Gram Sewak was 
published with the consent of Dhotc. Evidence shows that 
when Dhote was canvassing from door to door in the ward 
in which Atal Bahadur Singh resides, he was not accom- 
panied by the latter. This will show that the latter was 
'vorknrg on his own initiative. We have believed his evidence 
that the copies of the Gram Sewak were sold and not distri- 
buted free. It is hardly probable that if Dhote had given 
his consent to the publication of the Gram Sewak, it would 
hare been sold and not distributed free. The sale suggests 
want of consent of Dhotc. So wc agree with the High Court 
that the appellants have failed to prove the publication of 
Gram Sewak wilh the consent of Dhotc. 


Re. (2) 

To prove distribution of the copies of Gram Sewak in 
the meeting as alleged in the election petition, the appel- 
lants have examined Nepal Rao. Januk Lai. Namdeo Rao, 
Govind Marot Rao and Marot Rao (one of the appellants). 
Nepat Rao and Namdeo Rao have stated that Dhote, Atal 
Bahadur Singh and B. M. Gaikwad had distributed the copies 
of the Gram Sewak both of (hem also say that Dhote 
gave one cony of the Gram Sewak to them. Marot Rao 
says that Dhotc and Atal Bahadur Singh distributed the 
copies of (he Gram Sewak. So his evidence is not material 
in regard to the distribution of the Gram Sewak by Dhote, 
Nepat Rao is the General Secretary of the Lai Bahadur 
Snst ri Dal Laxmmarayan (one of the appellants) is the 
1 resident of the Dal. He is also a member of the Yuvak 
Congress, an affiliate of Congress (R), which hud sponsored 
Rikhabchand Sharma s candidature. He has also admitted 
Anrtl ts hn io 7 b r n canvassing for Rikhabchand Sharma till 
r An /d\ Li ^ ac> ,s a member of the 

fA g p C rn uu admltted that hc 11 ah been canvassing 

f0 Rikhabchand Sharma. He has also admitted that he 
was the counting agent of Rikhabchand Sharma. Janak Lai 
!*, p i lc 2'. s , t0 .. be a chance witness. He says that he went to 
Ihc Sitdbndi mm kef at about 9 p.m. for purchasing a clutch 
wire for his motor-cycle and on his way back he went to 
the meeting m the Kasturchand Bark. He has admitted that 
oidinanly the Sitabadi market is closed at 8.30 p.m. He 
.'(yh _after the meeting he had never spoken 
about the distribution of the Giam Sewak to Rikhabchand 
or lo the appellants till (he date of his evidence HR 
presence in the meeting, accordingly, is very doubtful 
n rw, £ tto , ¥2 denicd lhat hc had been canvassmg for 
Umrrd C fA lnd S ^a ,m n but he has admitted that be went to 
,Wr^ d ( j°- sc ?i, how the polling was proceeding as he was 
interested in the success of the Congress candidate 

Rao, Namdeo Rao and Marot Rao ' are ^ evilcntlv hit 
interested witnesses. it is surprising that no independent 
witness has been examined by the annelhintR in 
prove distribution of the Gram Sewak by Dhote cs pedal y 
because Ihc meeting was attended by a large number of 
persons. It is also difficult to believe these wiSf fa 
another important reason. It has come in evidence of other 
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witnesses of the appellants that the meeting was addressed 
by Dhote from an improvised dais on a truck which was 
used in the procession before the meeting. These witnesses 
were cross-examined about the nature of (he dais. None 
of them stated that the dais was improvised on the truck. 
Had they really attended the meeting, they could not have 
failed to notice this striking improvisation. Dhote has 
denied that he had distributed the copies of the Gram 
Sewak. Having regard to the nature of the appellants’ 

evidence, we are in entire agreement with the High Court 
that they have failed to prove the distribution of the Gram 
Sewak by Dhote in the meeting. 

Govind Marot Ruo has deposed that B. M. Gaikwad had 
given him a copy of the Gram Sewak in the Chitnis Park 
from where the procession started before the meeting. Now, 
(he distribution of the Gram Sewak in the Chitnis park is 
not pleaded in the petition. B. M. Gaikwad was the election 
agent of Dhote. A corrupt practice committed by an elec- 
tion agent avoids the election, ft is not necessary to prove 
the consent of the returned candidate. If B. M. Gaikwad 
had really distributed the copies of the Gram Sewak in the 
meeting or in the Chitnis Park, it is difficult to believe that 
the appellants would have failed to make a mention of it in 
their election petition. Govind Marot Rao is an active 

member of the Congress (R). Admittedly, he had canvassed 
for Rikhabchand Shnrma. The High Court has dis-bclicved 
him, and we find no reason to disagree with the High 

Court. 

Rc. (3) 

We have already held that the High Court rightly rejected 
the evidence of the appellants’ witnesses in regard to the 
distribution of the Gram Sewak by Dhote in the meeting or 
anywhere else. That being so, we do not accept their 

evidence of distribution of copies of the Gram Sewak by 
Atal Bahadur Singh, B. M. Gaikwad and others in the 
meeting. 

We agree with the High Court that the appellants have 
failed to prove issue No. 9 in their favour. 

The last argument of the appellants is about the costs 
awarded by the High Court to Dhote whilo dismissing the 
election petition. The High Court’s order is : “I, dismiss 
the petition with costs with the direction that the respondent 
No. 2 (Dhote) will be entitled to his costs at the scheduled 
rate of Rs. 400/- per day for 52 hearings from the petitioner 
and that respondent No. 11 will get Rs. 1500/- as his costs 
payable by the petitioners". 

Counsel for the appellants points out that Rs. 400/- pet 
day is prescribed by the Bombay High Court Rules for fees 
of counsel and the High Court has awarded costs to Dhote 
in accordance with that rule. He has also pointed out that 
counsel who appeared for Dhote and respondent No. 11 
did not file a certificate in the High Court in proof of pay- 
ment of any fees to them, There is also no other evidence 
in proof of payment of fees to them. The opposing counsel 
do not contradict this statement of counsel for the appel- 
lants. Accordingly we are proceeding on the assumption 
that there is no evidence on the record to show that any 
fees were paid to counsel for Dhote and respondent No. 11, 

Section 96 provides that “the reasonable expenses Incurred 
by any person in attending to give evidence may be allowed 
by the High Court to such person and shall, unless the High 
Court otherwise directs, be deemed to be part of the costs". 
Section 119 deals with costs in the cause. It reads ; “Costs 
shall be in the discretion of the High Court : provided that 
where a petition is dismissed under clause (a) of section 98. 
the returned candidate shall be entitled to the costs incurred 
by him in contesting the petition and accordingly the High 
Court shall make an order for cosls in favour of the re- 
turned candidate”, (emphasis added) 

It may be observed that (he word Incurred' occurs both 
in section 96 and section 119. ‘Incurred* means “actually 
spent”, The petition was dismissed by the High Court 
under cl. (a) of s. 98. Accordingly, it was incumbent on 
the High Court to award costs to Dhote. But he is entitled 
lo only such costs as arc shown to have been incurred by 
him. Admittedly, there is no proof of payment of any fee 
to counsel by Dhote. So he is not entitled lo the amount 


of Rs. 400/- per diem awarded by the High Court. How- 
ever, he will be entitled to any other costs which are shown 
to have been incurred by him, 

Having regard to the foregoing discussion, the appeal is 
allowed only with respect to counsel’s fees awarded to Dhote 
and the respondent No. 11 by the High Court. As for the 
rest, the appeal is dismissed. Dhote will be entitled to such 
costs as have been incurred by him in this Court as well as 
in the High Court. 

Sd/- (P. Juganmohan Reddy) J, 
Sd /- (S. N. Dwivedi) J. 

New Delhi, 

September 28, 1973. 

TNo. 82/MT/3(Nagpur) /7I1 
V. NAG ASU BRAM AN! AN, Secy. 

fifty nvr yutfai yyf yyryy 
Gynr timry) 

yit ary 

t^eefr, 12 Tfayry?, 1973 

OT. 3(1. 3578.— ?-yfa TWT. eter TFTNra tyyy (yfeVfar 
T7R), 1956 fa ifayy 6 fa ary/TE, ysrr fafanfa ^rm 

fat yrfat if ffa yyy ytwyrn’t yt fa bTjtt ^t, Tirfafas, 
7/26, TfoiFHT, t^ft fa fwri fa fryy 4 4 ^rtfhr, 
■fl'RW my if yryffay ^fiyfar yy (far g^rrfa 
'Ftefaf cart § 7 ? fasr JWuy (fafafr) yr yrr yyfa fat 
tyfafyy fa Tfarq yrfarr-TT fan fa’ 1 

iyffar fat fagy yyiyy fa $ry fa - fyy^fay fa snfa 
fa yft? yffa yfafayfa rt fa faffay fa ny i fkM gfafa 
fa yffa? tyy fa ayy? fatfa yymyi yyfa irrfa yf fanr yi 
far tyfa yfa 1 

[fa 22 / 38 / 73 -^ny] 
fa. r-ttHiriyy, y^iy lyfwrct 

MINISTRY OF LAW. JUSTICE AND COMPANY 
AFFAIRS 

(Department of Justice) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 12th December, 1973 

S.O. 3578. — Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Naranjnn Datta, Advocate. 
7/26, Daryaganj, New Delhi for appointment as a Notary 
to practise in the Union Territory of Delhi with his head- 
quarters at Daryaganj and Tis Hazari Courts. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a. Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

INo. 22/38 /73-JUS1 
K. THYAGARAJAN, Competent Authority and 

Dy. Secy. 
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(rra-^r 3 i}t fawnr) 

311441 

?Tv#r, 29 ?1UMT, 1973 

«|T4 

rt. ajT. 3579 . — rit #Nr r?tpt sTfyf^nr. 1899 (1899 
TT 2) T# SITTT 9 T# 3R7JTTT (1) 4 (T>) fTTTT 3TT7T 

t/Nttr-} tt TPit^r + i fi ^3 st^N - r < =t> tt tttt Ti/m if, Tn- 
T^m 7T3T 3RTTTr Tt# f^ITT T# 1973-74 4 qfTTT TT# frrq 
tt# tt# qr; tt#® 3R7 ftt wet TRq 4[vTi 4 T^mr# tt tw 
arftrfaw 4 ar## ttrt# t, ##} t i 

[TT. 38/73-^STHtM. TT,47l/75/73-#}.45;.-6] 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1973 
STAMPS 

S.O. 3579. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of the section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government here- 
by remits the duty with which the bonds of the value of 
one crore and ten lakhs of rupees, to be issued by the 
Kerala State Housing Board during the year 1973-74, are 
chargeable under the said Act. 

[No. 38/73-Stamps /F. No. 471/75/73-Cus. VII] 


■3117 TSHTT-f To FT #" iVhl 1' T7 TfW 3lf 4 3T#T 
JTRT# I 

[TT. 40/73-TeTPTM. TT. 47l/76/73#}. 7] 

4. TTRfWT, 

S.O. 3581. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of the section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government here- 
by remits the duty with which the debentures in the form 
of stock certificates and promissory notes to the value of 
one hundred lakhs of rupees issued in February, 1971 and 
one hundred and ten lakhs of rupees floated in March 1972 
by the Tamil Nadu State Housing Board, Madras are charge- 
able under the said Act. 

[No. 40/73-Stamps/F. No. 471 /76/73-Cus. VIII 

I. RAMAKRISHNAN, Under Secy. 

(sj'tcffrr t'tttfu 

fTwfr, 14 fTTUTT, 1973 

TIT- 3TT. 3582.— #'?T>'r- M#TRT 3lfyf^Tr, 1949 (1949 
TT 10) Tit 4TT7T 53 fWT RFcT TT TUrfa" TT7# ^q 

tN##T R7TT7, RF## fur# shr T# fnrnfTTr T7, q d^d l TI 
ttMt TIT#} t fa 3TRT 3rhl?RRR T# VTT7T 10 T# TT-RT7T 
(1) 4 (*T) 4 T'TfPg (1) 3TT7 (2) # TTTry 3T difa?<jM 

#fa# # RTR# #" 31 farrm?, 1974 TTT> vfF[ T# ft#, 3Tff 

cm ^tuftt Tfaf # arsrsr q# ttr fa#7TTrr t# 

T>(d -Mel q?g d'?=M=M 4*71 vi d''#! -3| l M *{1 *1 fa., 

# fa Tnq#fa affafajpT, 1956 (1956 TT 1) Tof qm TTf^pT 

thr#} f, tt ansr^r ft# tt ?fa vtrt# ^ i 

TT. TT. TT TTR RTFR fafam TT RTR TRT TTT f R 


alls'll 

TT. 3Tt. 3580— RTTcfhr T?FT arfafailR, 1899 (1899 

TT 2) T# RI7T g T# FRRTTT (1) To (To) ^TTTT 44 T 

TlfTcurf TT TUrfa TTT# ^q Tfafa R7TTT7 T7T 7[eTi #, # 
TTIT7F? TT5TT TTfR! 9?TT^4 ?TRTT, fTT7T STTT^ ?TTq 

3rEf tt# qm TrrN Tirq 4 T/m 4 TdrHBd ttI tt tjw 
sifsrfTTPT ^ anfhr jutt# ^ 44f f i 


i- #trt 

2. ^ftgPTT 3#4CT#d 

3. 

4. T^ttPT 3fltp 

5. 5 T u s <-i >1 


#}■ T#. 4. TTTTST 

#)■ q. qrr. ^fhVr 
4 4. 4 


<#. FT- tJcT5T 


ITT. 15(33)#}-. 3#. 3 / 73 ] 

(Department of Banking) 


[TT. 39/73-TSTPT/TT. TT. 471/69/73#}. 6] 

ORDER 

S.O. 3580. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of the section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government here- 
by remits the duty with which the bills of exchange to the 
value of one crore of rupees, to be issued by the Maharash- 
tra State Road Transport Corporation, Bombay, are charge- 
able under the said Act. 

[No. 39/73-Stamps/F. No. 471 /69/73-Cus. VII] 


New Delhi, the 14th December, 1973 

S.O. 3582. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of sub- 
clause (i) and (ii) of clause (c) of sub-section (1) of section 
10 of the said Act shall not apply till the 31st December, 
1974 to the undermentioned banks in so far as said provi- 
sions prohibit their respective Chairman and Managing 
Directors from being the directors of the Kerala Industrial 
& Technical Consultancy Organisation Ltd., being a com- 
pany registered under the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of 
1956). 


apfar 

ofT. 3TT. 3581. — TTTTTT, Rp rfiT TSTTT STtytmT, 
1899 (1899 TT 2) T# TTTT 9 To} ■3TTTTT (1) # TIU5 ( 3 ;) 
TfTTTT TPTrrT TlfTrUlt TT MTIU TTF# fjTi 3TT 7[eT> # (5^2 

44f 4, # rrfrra- nm; tttjt smrn 44, tt^itt fTTU t>ttt}, 
1971 TT 3T# frn] rpq qm T# TT^r TTurt 3#T RT#, 1972 # 

f#rq Tq qm t# ftt Rra - air} # t^tt # tstt; rrffttt 


SI. 

No. 

Name of the bank 

Name and Designation of Chairman 
and Managing Director 

1. 

Canara Bank 

Shri C. E. Kamath 

2. 

Inian Overseas Bank 

Shri A. M. Kadhiresan 

3. 

Syndicate Bank 

Shri K. K. Pai 

4. 

Union Bank of India 

Shri P. F. Gutta 

5. 

Indian Bank 

Shri G. Lakshminarayanan 


[No. 15(33)-B.O.III/73] 
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lTT. 3(T. 3583. — fVN >4 J-l H ?lf»jrf^nT, 1949 (1949 

*f7T 10) ftt am 53 ft mr^r mfWft «bt jrm^r me# 
eift^hr Him?, nurtur rftrrt rtftt 'fFmftftr nr. prnTRTT 
srtw tricrt ft fft tw ^ w a ^ tttu't it 

ftj'ti/'di'i mTPrf^i'm^r vft> fvr., ; mp‘h,< tt d ■1‘rt'r FpmfW 
3r*rf?r *rw rt. 110/377, nffcdsiH ftft, ft ftrt *r 

9 iTTWI'l, 1974 fUR Fllft; T#" fW I 

[FT 15(32)-ft. art 3 / 73 ] 

S.O. 3583. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reseive 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the piovisions of section 
9 of the said Act shall not apply, till the 91h November, 
1974 to the Hindustan Commercial Bank Ltd., Kanpur in 
respect of a pioperty viz. a house No. 116/377 held by it at 
Mohitshansganj, Allahabad. 

[No. 1 J(32)-B.O. TII/73] 
*rto 3 n° 3584 — #fftr ffthwr rrfftfwr, 1949 ( 1 949 1 0) •Pt 

ET1TT 5 3 3TTT aed WpWft TT grfm •frO g#, efr^BHr 9 14' IT. RTtrthr 
fftr# #ft ft rtmfftr it, tRWTTT ftw mrft £ far ^pr tfftr 
fftftmv ftsrfwr, 1949 'ft am 1 9 ft mrtiTTr ( 3) % tjmftr 
STtrlftiftlT #ft Tf 31 ffttKT, 1 9 7 4 tTT7 7TPJ Tft ft#, 'Tft (TOT 
341 'd'PSft #47 5PT ft # rT nrff 47 r « <rJ ft 

3n#mftrmr frt° , ft far ♦wirtlm 3iftrfftnT, 19 so ( 1950 <rr 

1 ) ft tpr qft?rfr $, % #trt (mm »r# >r ftm sptt# t : 


^fo 


°FiT TPT 


[l 

4 

5 


fttHT #,47 

ftvsmi #ft 

Z hl-T-'H Tjft Jf #47 

Ma*he #47 

#47 gfpe 


[RO 1 5 (3 3)-ftofttc 3/73] 

4" '4T° Tjrprpppr, spur hfftr 

S.O. 3584. — fn exercise of the powers conferred by Section 53 
of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central 
Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank 
of India, hereby declares that the provisions of sub-section (3) 
of Section 19 of the said Banking Regulation Act, 1949 shall 
'not apply, till the 31st December 1974, to the under mentioned 
banks in so far as the said provisions prohibit the said banks 
from holding shares in the Kerala Industrial and Technical 
Consultancy Organisation Ltd., being a company registered 
under the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of J956). 


SI. 

No. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 
5 


Name of the Bank 


Canara Bank 
Indian Bank 
Indian Overseas Bank 
Syndicate Bank 
Union Bank of India 


[No. 15(33)-B O. ITT/73] 
M, B. USGAONKAR, Under Secy. 


fftft <TTf jfftRT 

mf [ft ft, 1 9 fftmer, 1973 

vto 3585 — feft #41 mm ftfttT ftWfttm, 1 934 % spjiptm rt mnir 1 973 ft 1 0 nftftr ft jprmtT jpr % fftr ^7 

ssr famm 


ftmtrt 


vr# vft 




vt# 


vr# 


rtfftt f'T'TRT # ft p 

rtft . 32,67,44,000 

TNmmr # ft? . 5078,34,90,000 


ft# vt fftnm vl t, ftftm t— ■— 

(m) wrer# tot gen . 1 82 , 53 , os , 000 

(w) »TP7T % ST^T TOT gOT 

fft.lit trfftjftft . 106,7 3,9 7,000 


isnft ft# 4# 5/T fte 


5711,02,40,000 ftri 

vft TT f#WT 
viTTT trcttn; ft tjwt 

ftft ftfftnr ftm ftr "jft: 

4ir u u4 j Rr 


289,27,05,000 
6, 4 1 , 4 6, 0 0 0 

541 5,33,89,000 


•on ftmm 


5711,02,40,000 mtr xjTfftmr 


571 1, 02, 40, 000 


mftij : 21 1973 


rpro 'sprmmm, wk 
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16 qqtq^ 19 73 fa ffaT fa HTF ^Ft-TT 47 4ffa fqvnq $7 4rifa?m 47T ffa^ 


T J A 7 1 1 ( 

517 

trrfcfa- 


■^r»rm far 

5, 00, 00, 0 0 0 

4k ..... 

3 2 , 07 , 44,000 

xrpfm fafa 

150,0 0,00,000 

far 40 ffaro .... 

3 , 91,000 

T fafa *fq •w 


far r ffarr . . . . 

3 , 5 8, 0 0 0 

(qffafafa- ffarrrj) fafa 

239,110,00,001) 

fafa 5lk vrfar ITTT fspq 


tf^W srfa ’wyt 


fa) far 

5 3,98,50,00(1 

(ffafaPT»r) fafsr . 

95,00,00,000 

fa) fqfar ..... 


Tp*fn (fafrffar ^r 


(9) irmfr stuot ftrr 

330,70,34,000 

(rftfafafa fkm() ffrfa 

20 3,00,00,000 

fqfar Jr FffT piT rw* 

2 5 5,80,08,000 

TET fafatf:- 


f^far** ..... 

592 , 20 , 47,000 

fa) FROA 

. > 

vr srk wffa :- 


(i) >F+,|T . 

59,51,53,000 

(i) fafaq qT4TT 43 


(ii) mwr q-rqrr t . 

7,51,65,000 

(ii) F-nr 9 44TP.I fa,-,,- 

83,6(4, I 1,0#0 

(») far . 


4T4 fat fafa 


(i) wqfffar qfam far 

748,47,34,000 

(i) Trf^Fr 4T-f 

1 1 7,53, 1 2,000 

(ii) vfafaH rnJir 


(ii) F7777 0447H4 <4Tt TlJ . 

2 3 8,88.05,000 

*nr*KTTt fa 

12,52,00,000 

(iii) JFTt 4TT 

1,0 4,-40,098 

(iii) fa Vfaffa 4THT 


FcfN- ’itt (frtf)TFiFr f*3Tro) W# «r . 


*np*rr\ it 

1,20,14,000 

4TT, STftpr rrV W4 


(iv) wnr fa 

1,2 6,60,000 

( 47 ) 4rir wk (rfinr;- 




(i) TT^q- 0 44,|Tr 4ft ... 

06,94,42,800 



(ii) TF»!T j T^ 4TT #47 't 47t . 

1 8, 1 3, 89, GOO 



(iii) %nfrtr vfJrw=sr47 iVf Tt 




(iv) yfa gTrfkr Pm tt . 

34,00,00,00 0 

fa) qvq 

70,98,30,000 

(4r) fUhpw +rr% firkf q NJiw 

1 1,26,93,000 



TFfm jfTKtF (fxqj'M r 9 [j fqfir % ’CF 




nk trfqq 


fa ffa 

70,21,47,001) 

’Trcr rrar47RV 44^ ynn tfrr wfipr 

00,72,82,988 



TT5frq wWtfkrr 4TT (’fr’jrTFfk Pprrrf) fafirir 

5 ft Sfirmr 

413,83,30.000 

4?^, wfkr tfk fkr»r 




(47) r447TH t47 47T ^rur pk wfinr 

1 29,09,35,000 



(v) fkTFT 447 3TCT 3rnf|- f47# 44’ Ctlf/flT4Tf 




>4 fAVwr .... 

. * 



wy ffrfJriOT .... 

48 , 40 , 42,000 

qfa , 

2075 , 52 , 93,000 

FR ... 

2075 , 52 , 93,000 

fafaV, irrrqffa irtTr 

iqV r nyrolk srfTflfrqf BTTf^nr £ i 




**TTK»ri r frfT ■vfr (?Wfrak fw") fafy wk 41*^4 wNirfkr vy (qV 447 Fik ikno) Frfw q Jr far? irf faq»r mTr*r qf'r If i 
(Ttf^Ft *4* Turn (fr*i'47r4k fknw) fa-fa Jr sc^q qrq sk wfinr vrifir^r rft£, TT^r-rrrj trvprfi qr> faq q* tfarym 
•rrfVw t i 


•fPnrf- 4 qr m^rr tftnJT wfafarnr 40 >1171 17 ( 4) (*r) % itijVtt wwffa qrh-R tVr 40 famt fifafT .wfinr fkr fa 1 2,fio,no,n«o 

qfa "faq f, 1 

jT^ttr nfa nfwr (ifarro-far fw|) fafa nk rfa vcn ! ftfakror \ fafa Jr jrrrq *71 wk wffa *rfa>q faY f 1 
mrfar - 2 1 *R 7 i 7 p 1973 rrq a qqRurq. *n 43 

[fa fa 1/1/73 — 4 k *u J] 


115 O of 1/73—3 
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RESERVE RANK OF INDIA 

Nt w Delhi, the I -)ili Uecemher, 1971 
S.O, 3558.— An Aeon, in pursuant to (he RlSLRVF BANK Of INDIA ACT, 1934, fot the week, cn led the 16th day of November 1973 




fSSUL DEPARTMENT 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Us Assets 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 


Gold Coin and Bullion:- - 

- - 

riepai tment 

32,67,44.000 

(a) Held in India 

182,5 3,08,000 

Notes in citeulalion 

5678,34,96,000 

(b) Held outside India 


Total Notes issued 


5711,02,10.000 I oreign Securities 

106,73,97,000 


TOTAL 289,27,03,000 

Rupee Coin 6,41,46,000 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities . . . 3415,33,89,1X10 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commcicial paper 


Total Liabilities , . 5711,02,40,000 Total Assets . , . , 5711,02,40,000 

Dated the 21st oay o. November, 1973. S. JAGANNA THAN, Governor 

Statement of tbe Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Depaitmcnt as on the 16th No, ember 1973 


Liabilities Rs. Assets Rs. 


Capital Paid up .... 

5,00,00,000 

Notes . . ... 

32,67,44,000 

Reserve Fund . ... 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin . . .... 

3,91,000 

National Agricultural Credit 


Small Com 

3,58,000 

(Long term Operations) i und 

279,00,00,000 

Bills Pm chased and DRcounleJ' — 


National Agricultural Credit 


'a) Internal ..... 

53,98,50,000 

(Stabilisation) Fund 

85,00,00,000 

(b) External ...... 


National industrial Credit (Long form Opera- 


(c) Government Treasury Bills 

330,76,34,000 

tions) Fund ..... 

205,00,00,000 

Balance Held Abroad' 1 ..... 

255,80,08,000 

Deposits: - 

(a) Government 


Investments** ...... 

Loans and Advances to:— 

592,20,47,000 

(t) Central Government 

59,51,53,000 

(t) Central Government 

. k 

(ii) State Governments . 

(b) Banks 

7,51,65,000 

(ii) State Governments to 

Loans and Advances to : — 

83,38,1 1,000 

(t) Scheduled Commercial Hanks 

748,47,34,000 

(t) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

117,53,12,000 

(u) Schedul’d State Co-operative 


(it) State Co-operative Uank9t 

238,88,65,000 

Banks 

12,52,60.000 

(in) Others ...... 

1 ,64,90,000 

(ni) Non-Schedule 1 State Co-opeialivc 


Loans, Advances and investments from National 


Banks ... 

1,20,14,000 

Agricultuial Credit (I one Term Opeiations) 


(iv) Other Banks 

1 ,26,60,000 

l und 


(e) Others 

70,98,30,000 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 


Bills Payible 

7o, 21,47,000 

(i) State Governments. 

66,94,42,000 

Other L'lbilitie, 

413,83,30,000 

(ii) State Co-opciative Banks 
(Hi) Central Land Mortgage Banks 
(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation . 

(b) Investment in Centra! I and Mortgage Bank 
Debentures I oans and Advances from Na- 
tional Agricultural Credit (.Stabilisation) 

Fund . 

Loans and Advances to Slate Co-operative Banks 
Loans, Advances and Investments Ii om National 
Industrial Credit (1 ong Term Opeiations) 
Fund ... 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank ... 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 

Other Assets .... . . 

18.13.89.000 

34,00.00,000 

11.26.93.000 

60.72.82.000 

129.09.35.000 

48.40.42.000 

Rupees 

2075,52,93,000 

Rupees 

2075,52,93,000 


♦Includes Cash, Tired Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

♦ "preluding Investments from the Nations 1 Agricultural Ciedit (Long Term Operations') J und and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund 

nr Excluding Loans .ml Advance 0 fro n the National Agncultunl Credit (Long Tetrti Operations) Fund, but incuding temporary 
ovsidraftj to State Givcr.i nenls. 

lnclu ies Rs. 12,60,00 ODD advanced to sc heduled commcicial hanks against usance bills under Section 1 7(4)(c )' of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act 

f Lvcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agncultunil Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Siahilisation) fund. 

Dated th’ 21st dry of November, 1973. S. lagannathan, Governor 

[No. F. 1 (l)/73- -B. O. I] 
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WTTo-fflo 3586 (>4# t<Tr TTIT *F?TT ?Tfj f lTfT 1)11 r TTJ f rI l ^ OTTE 7 19/1 ff 2i ArE* H HTH4 j 17 J T TT7 1 fw vi TF 

T5f fq *TTTr 

ttt mfr'TTT 


■l ‘HI')' 

tfif*! tewr 4 ^ ^id 

>14 -H IT AH 

"TpY Tfl 'F'T'A i 


TIT 

15 8 1,7 1 0 0-0 
I(uk 2 1 7‘>,000 


TTf TT f'vTTT wV v'teTR - 
(T) TTPT IT ^7T I 

(n) ipt # qr r >- j.ji , „r 

,61 1 77 5 1 (10 ) 1 nfi if ; fr rt 


(W 


i s . -i t os ooo 


!)],/< /,u ) ) 


^TT 5 0 0 1 1 ' 

After 2 9 TTraK 10 7 


TTTS 

’"ITT 9 i T TTT 

*TT Tr T 'HI K Tt ^ITT HIT 

ijfTTT 

twT Wata ten - *rte 

Tlforr^ T5T 


A, 6 1 7 7 5 1,000 TA ^TfOqT 


20 1 ’7 0- 0 00 

it (i J 01 1 

i (70 11 0 7 01)0 


3 (i (i i 7 7 51 0 0 0 
rr7o TTATTAT, TT-I 7 


2 ) =TT>TT 1971 Tf fA5T4 % STPT; 5f?TT T AfTA fTffFT k TTATTTTT TT fTTTJT 


AFTF 7 tt PT HTfrATT Hrpr 


5fRTT ^ 

(10 (10 00 0 

TIT 

15, 5 1,7 1,000 

mrterr Mj 

l id ( o ) o o o i 

TTf TT faWT 

i 0 4,000 

vT^ra fte teat GtetTirfi t fruro) Mr 

>110 0 01 0 Hi 

TOW fTTTT 

J 5 0,000 

TErfte ipte AW ( r «TfrTmr) Mt 

s- oo oo,o io 

>srcte wk TjTra tt few 


TTffirqtei!Pr«r ATT (fFtormte f^w) fif-j 

2 0 5 DO 00 000 

(t) kft 

-till (,,0 01) 

^roTTifuRn -- 


(«■) ftSwr 


(t) TTTTTt 


(w) TTTTT>Y WTTr fow 

3 1 7 ‘ 5,9 2,000 

(l) SteSPI 4 IT IT 

^ 1 09 76 40(1 

Ertwt *r Trac Ym tttwt ’ 

24 1 1 J OS, 0 0 0 

(n) titt atttp 

S It 15 000 

fa^A* ' 

07 1,44 2 000 

(w) 4 t 


AWWk TTTtTTT — 


(0 ’ t N I ff^T WTfWTW 4T 

759 10,71,000 

( 1 ) 4f 'UHl mm TT 


(ll) ^TAjItt ?rm ttttttt at 

I 1 03 21 000 

(r) Tiurr AT (2 

7 1 ” ' ” 1 0 0 ) 

(hi) it 7 TOffTf’TT T7TT >V4T>T 

1 1)01 000 

TW ifE 5TfWTT — 


(iv) TOW 44" 

90 11 0 00 

(l) AfT TT TThTT 4TT TT 

10 07 2 000 



(ii) AA 07 tt>Y 4tt TT 1 

- 11 '0 2 0,0 00 



(ill) t;tttT tt 

i 5 2 90 0 M) 


TF?te rft- wn (Afirrfte Eta) tefW ^ 
tt, ttEpt Tin - Mw 

( i ) aw tiV trfur - 

( ) T^T >C ,r TT>T TT fifi 9 1 IS 00 I 

(ll) TTTT TJTTTff *japr TT mu 17,010 

(m) t-fte ^fanor ^Vr tt 
( jv) Tfq- ^tFpt fATA TT 


u >0 ) ooo 
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tTTp trqE trTf^TJTr 


(jt) 4P7T 


HT ffW 


%TTTTt7 


7 o, 4 g, y «, y o o (u) PEP vEPspe 5rf E H EPrqt 

TT^tT ftfa urn (faqrpfmii ) fafa ^ -qnq nV 


1 1,26,93,000 


stfltH J rat u/.X'l *T 4qt| Vt ^yi XfP trfttn 60,5 2,50,0 00 

S 7, 60, 4 5, (Mill ■H'^Tq tfhrriTT'f^'T ( ’tTWTTWPr pFTTtr ) fpftr if ITU 

trftm wP 

(t) f*WT TT ’OT Wp wfim 129,09,35,000 

4 1 0,37,90,000 (AT ) pTUT *TT ffTTT smT PE 00 TiTf/fT rirefi 

t fwt .... 

4ET wf' 001 . , 4 5, 9 9, 5 S, 0 0 0 


8 TE 2092 , 48,0 9,000 *TT . . . 20 9 %, 48 , 09, 0 00 

Kfpp^r, trprfaiF w wP wFtoFrrrr srErwErai sttEth £ i 

pft v"v ( qTvqrrPrn fwni) faftr wP wPfrpT qruj (tEPtftEt Pt-hto) fa-fa *r tr ftfa ifa faprr atTfaqr tpr % 

'a.-urfr* tffa v:*r (^farfafa faTfa) fafa E m my wP xtfan ?rrfw R$f qmr rm >twPt Ei f?E qE wfutE) 
wrfa"r | i 

tffafa ifi terra ifrm wfaEm *ifr ^nr 1 7 ( 4) (q) *f *t>Tet tEfrfaq qrfatra aPr Pr Pfarfr ftPi q^ vfaq ffa 7,60,00,000 
^tpr wrfa*r fc 1 

jTT*£fa fp 115 (EPran'ffa fPqfa ) fafa wP rrfw fiv wyr (ffaffarrar) fafa *3 STPr raT PP wfwq srrfatr fraff \ \ 

2 1 1 9 7 3 0 »Tj JIOHIWp WO 

[P° T* 1/ 1/73 — ^ProlTToI] 

S O, 3586: -An Account Pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 23rd day of November, 1973 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


Liabilities Rs. Rs. 


Assets 


Rs. Rs. 


Notes held in the flanking 

Department 35,53,74,000 

Notes in Circulation . 5628,23,79,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(a) Held in India . , 182,53,08,000 

(b) Held outside India 

Foreign Securities . 101,73,97,000 


Total Notes issued 


5663,77,53,000 — 

TOTA1 284,27,05,000 

Rupee Coin .... 9,16,61,000 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities .... 5370,33,87,000 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial pHpcr 


Total Liabilities 


5663,77,53,000 Total Assets . 


5663,77,53.000 


S. Jagannathan, Governor, 


Dated the 28th day ofNovcmber, 1973 
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Statcmenl’of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 23ld November, 1973 


liabilities 

Rs. 

Assels 

Rs. 

Capital Paid Up . 

5,00,00,000 

Notes ........ 

35,53,74,000 

Reserve Fund ...... 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin ....... 

3,04,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 


Small Coin ...... 

3,50,000 

Operations) Fund .... 

239,00,00,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted;, — • 


National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisa- 


(a) Internal 

52,30,86,000 

tion) Fund ..... 

85,00,00,000 

(b) External ....... 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term 


(c) Government Treasury Bills 

317,85,82,000 

Operations) Fund .... 

205,00,00,000 

Balances Held Abroad* 

241,13,08,000 

Deposits: — 


investi'iienls*"'' ....... 

671,44,32,000 

(a) Government ..... 


Loans and Advances to : - 


(i) Central Government . 

51,08,76,000 

(i) Central Government .... 


(ii) State Governments 

8,35,45,000 

(ii) State Governments (/; .... 

73,72,74,000 

(b) Banks 


Loans and Advances to : — 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

758,49,71,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

90,97,42,000 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

13,93,24,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks t 

241,56,20,000 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative 


(iii) Others 

1,52,90,000 

Banks ..... 

1,19,91,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 


(iv) Other Banks .... 

90,41,000 

Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 


(c) Others 

70,46,36,000 

Fund 




(a) Loans and Advances to ; 


Bills Payable 

87,66,45,000 

(i) State Governments .... 

66,91,48,000 

Other Liabilities . . 

416,37,80,000 

(ii) Slate Co-operative Banks 

18,54,57,000 



(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 

34,00,00,000 



(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 
Debentures ...... 

11,26,93,000 


Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 




Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 

60,52,56,000 



Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 




(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank ....... 

129,09,35,000 



(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank .... 




Other Assets ....... 

45,99,58,000 

Rupees 

2092,48,09,000 

Rupees 

2092,48,09,000 

‘Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 


“Kxcluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@ Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

t Includes Rs. 7,60,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Acl. 

+ Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated the 28th day of November. 197.T 


S. Jagannathan Govcmer 
[No. F 1(1 )/73-B O. IJ 
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VToWTo 3 5 07 — - F >13 43' M i'ti □ f? 9 i f'l 9 H , 1934 % i? 3 3 ^ i 1 973 3 0 'll {tw P'T M T ^P7 6 m IK 4' f^TrT ^P#T 

TTJ f-TWFT 

4^3 tit w wf wfrwr W TOT 

tta fiSTWT it OTT £TT ^\Z 34,77,93,000 OTT «FT faw wF' ^fiTOT I — 

(t) 'oftt ir wr gm ih2,53,os,ooo 

ff^ipOT A OT5 5590,13,34,000 (*$) 'iTTOT T tjjj =ipT 

fa^nff aflTfffnRt 101,73,97,000 


^nri fOTi n# jtt tot 

5 ‘>24, 9 1,77,000 


284,27,05,000 



TOT *PT from 

ottt tot.h ot tott srfrr- 

1 0,30,711,000 



TfOTT 

5 3 30,34,0 2,0 00 



OTt fafTOT far! wVt £TPt 






itont 

5624,9 1,77,000 

fTT ITrfTOTT 

5624,91,77,000 

30 WHT 1 9 73 40 

U^o 

^rrfmr, 5 fcr^rr, 1973 

f <,^1 4 •^'^T t fd <4 1 % f^O-TT^T ' ! M | W<. , i m *71 




srrfemr 


'J+dT ■ 

5,00,00,000 

tot ..... 

34 , 77 , 93,000 

w \ fafsf . 

1 50,00,00,000 

tot vr fimr .... 

0,94,000 

<(t^rr tet ( iliS+i'-il'H Pwnt frfff )' 

239,00,00,000 

WOTT UlWiT .... 

3,5 4,0 00 

OT^T Jif'T tot (fanfare) fofu 

8 5, 0 0, 0 0, 0 0 0 

ifk T)TOT OTftPT 


rr^Tf tfWrfw tot (^wnrf-R'f’PTTO) faftr 

205,00,00,000 

(fl) 

5 5,45,83,000 

ott TTfsim ; — 


(or) Mrfr .... 


(t) toti# 


(*T) d y ,^l ^RTRT ftrd' 

278,34,80,000 

(i) %i=#w ttott . 

55,44, IP, 000 

Uw\\ *t 7T9TT jJ^TT ^ Idl* 

222, 1 3,90,000 

(ii) 7TOT TOTH . 

13,02,59,000 

fr^T * * 

749,48,91,000 

(W) 


tot wOT irfinT: — 


( i ) TTkOT tt j 

761,4 8,76, 000 

(i) T.OTOT 044 IT 43 


(ii) TR!? T’^t 

1 4, 04,82,000 

(ii) <i *i <..*h r 0 ^ 

8 1, 7 7, 1 8,000 

( i i i ) 3 x 3 tot Trfprnfr ^ 

1,22,90,000 

4pr WK 5ffTTiT: — 


(iv) 

05,20,000 

(i) OTPjfTT TTpTOT Wf TTf 

9 7,6 4, I 2,000 



(ii) <i^q 4Vi *rT|t . 

245,93,30,000 



(iii) $rm no 

2,68,40,000 



<1^^ $fd fvfTTr) fd1*I ^t u l j 

vf-w^-r sfk fd%r 




{*) TOT tfOT WfOT: — 




(j) TIOT TlTtil'l W 

66,91,24,000 



(ii) TT73T TT?OTfr SVt 44 

( iii ) ■JjfOTW’P OTt T4 

1 8,76,77,000 



(iv) 4Tf^ fw? TO 

34,00,0 0,000 
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WTO WTTOTOT WTO 

7b, 50,06,000 (*I) TOiETO tjftTOTO’T tTO £ ftTOTO if Pm U^TO 

fft ’CT (FTOTOtot) faftr & ^ tfrc wftro . n, 2 b,oa,oou 

1 I M , 96 , 41, 000 Tiro ’TTfpV tTO TO ^TOT tfV . TOTO b (), 32 , 28,00 0 

tog^to TOTOfTO toti (ami-iTO fwt) fafa % 

416,97,78,000 ufTO TO T TOTO 

(t) Prom TO TO TOr wfTO . i n, 40 , 59,000 

(>i) ITOto TO jm fTO TO 4TTO/fTOTOt *r 
TOTO .... 


wro nrfrosn 


51 , 00,0 (,000 


WTO 


21 12 , 92 , 70,000 


TO 2142 , 02 , 70,000 


* wfr, wrofTOr tott TOr wwtTOTO TOTOfTOr TOTOr £ i 

'•“"■TO^TOf^T^TOr (iftTOTTOrfroTO) TOf’i wTO to'^ih ^to (TOTTOTOTfTOrn) fTOr h *r fro? to fTO*r mfror TOrft i 

(S'tttTOit fTO iftro (atTOTOTO fTOrnr) fafa tT tow ^tror wV wfTO inrfroTO TOr H, toto rrro tototo TO fro TO totoTO TOtotnt toItot $ 1 

■j-fTOTO % wTO TOTO t srfWTOw TO tfTOT 1 7 ( 4 ) ( ) 47 toTr wrojfTO uTOito TOt TO TOttTO fTOff or TOTO fTO TO h, oo, oo, ooo ./TO 
TOfror £ i 

Jtt^to fTO -ttot (TOTOTOTO fTOro) fafsr wTO tt^to fTO •tot (fTOTOroro) Wsr *t tow tot TOrr TOTO mfTO TOt f, \ 

TOtTO 5 fSTTOTO, 197 J rrrrt, ipiTOTSTO, RtTO 

[TOfJ° i ( l) 7 j TO°wTO I] 

S.Q. 3587 . — An, Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA, ACT 1934 for the week ended the 30th day of November, 1973 

TSSUE DEPARTMENT 

Liabilities Rs. Rs. Assets Rs. Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking Gold Coin and Bullion 

Department . . , 34,77,93,000 (a) Held in India . 182,53,08,000 

(b) Held outside India . 

Notes in circulation . . 5590,13,84,000 Foreign Securities . . 101,73,97,000 


Total Notes issued 


5624,91.77,000 


Tolal 


284,27,05,000 


Rupee Coin . . 10,30,70,000 

Governmentof India 

Rupee Securities . 5330,34,02,000 

Internal Bills of 
Exchange and other 
commercial paper . 


Total Liabilities . 


5624,91,77,000 Total Assets . 

5624,91,77,000 

Dated the 5th December, 1973 



S. Jagannathan, Governor, 
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Statemcnt of the Affairs of the Roservc Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 30th November, 1973 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

Capital Paid Up . . 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

34,77.93,000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin .... . 

6,94,000 



Small Coin .... . . 

3,54,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund , . . . , 

239,00,00,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted: — 

(a) Internal ...... 

55,45,83,000 

National Agi icultural Credit (Stabilisation) 


(b) External . . 


Fund ..... 

85.00,00,000 

(c) Government Treasury Bills . 

278.34.80.CCO 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Oper- 


Balances Held Abroad* 

222,13,90.000 

ations) Fund ...... 

205,00,00,000 

Investments** 

749.48,91,000 

Deposits : — 


Loans and Advances to : — 


(a) Government 


(i) Central Government .... 


(i) Central Government . 

55,44,18,000 

(ii) Stale Governments^/ .... 

81,77,18,000 

(ii) State Governments 

13,62,59,000 

Loans and Advances to : — 


(b) Banks 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

97,64,12,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

761,48,76,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks( 

245,93,30.000 

(ii) Scheduled Stale Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Njn-S:ht,iule! Slate Co-operative 

14,04,82,000 

(iii) Others ...... 

2,68,40,000 

Banks .... 

1 .22,90,000 



(iv) Other Banks .... 

65,20,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 


(c) Others 

76,50,06,000 

Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 


Bills Payable 

118,96.4! ,033 

Fund 




(a) Loans and advances to ; — 




(i) State Governments 

66.91,24,000 



(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

18,76,77,000 



(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 

34,00,00,000 



(b) Investment in Central Land Mot tgage Bank 
Debentures 

11,26,93,000 



Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 



(Stabilisation) Fund 




Loans and Advances to Slate Co-operative Banks 

60,32,28,000 



Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 




(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank ...... 

131,40,49,000 



(b) Investment in bonds/debenturos issued by 
the Development Bank 


Other Liabilities .... . 

416,97,78,000 

Other Assets 

51,90,04,000 

Rupees .... 

2142,92.70.000 

Rupees ...... 

2142,92,70,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short term Securities, 

♦♦Excluding Investment from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Tei m Operations Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(a . Excluding Loans and Advances fiom the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

(Includes Rs. 6,00,00,000 advanced lo scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(l)(c) of the Reserve Bank 
of Tndia Act, 

(Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated the 5th day of December, 1973, 


S, Jagannathan, Governor 
[No. F. 1(1) 73-B.O.I] 
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*ToH(o3 5 88, — ftJTT fa Wfl! ff«Hr WfaffTHq, 19 34 W-JUtlU flf ftsfw* 1973 WfV 7 WrrTl *»fY Jtf ft ftftf 9fWt 

firwnr 


wr 

HTfkrct 


wt 

tf'w ft-w 4 14 , 50 , 18,000 

1TWT 4 rffe 5688,13,00,000 


(^>) 'HKtf ^ </3 1 JOT 
(<j) ^ Tm 

g* 1 

ftfttfi HPd^RUTi 

182,53,08,000 


unfr frq f?r qte 

5702,63,18,000 

101,73,97,000 


sftf 

Wfr TT fowl 

4ttot niw: rft wn srf^r- 

Wr ftfwr fofr irk $rk: 
qrfriutr 


284,27,05,000 

8,01,42,000 

5410,34,71,000 

JW h n 1 h 

5702,63,18,000 

infarct 


5702,63,18,000 

^TCrwr : 1973 

7 1973 




rjiTo srrrcrm, rntfr 

TV** m WVV |T¥UT V MlWl V 




infarct 




qwr pi ..... 

5,00,00,000 

rfte ..... 

14,50,18,000 

v 1 ilVor ftfe .... 

150,00,00,000 

tt ftrwT ... * 

2,62,000 

TT^kr pfa qjvr (tfhkrTffkr fawi) ftfa 

239,00,00,000 

^tcTT ftrWT ..... 

*ftr h 1 h ^ finr 

3,47,000 

TT^kr *fa qjuf ( fkr Pi 51 <.“ 1 ) frrfir 

85,00,00,000 

( 47 ) kifr 
(u) ftWr 

62,73,54,000 

ffWrfrr^r ^ ,j t (^t^n^r f^rnt) fM^r 

205,00,00,000 

(n) TOlrt STURT faff . 

195,43,62,000 



ft 5 wit S wr gut wrcr* 

227,45,53,000 

mi TTfant : — 


ftftn** .... 

780,21,21,000 

(n) ettrV 


ifk wftPT: — 


(i) wmv . , 

52,17,59,000 

(i) THTPR lit 

. • 

(ii) Trrc d ■w? 

14,86,16,000 

(ii) v\@ . 

108,82,15,000 

(W) &P 


^r iflr irfim : — 


(i) v^Fh qiFu'Wi $*r ' 

844,02,57,000 

(i) inftirc 

173,79,12,000 

(ij) sfaF 

13,66,47,000 

(ii) rmr 6 ^*hT<) Wt vtft . 

251,13,60,000 

(iii) nT TTW 0 ?t*FTly 

1,30,30,000 

(iii) <prf ^1 . . 

3,13,65,000 

(iv) nrc #6 

80,80,000 

Tiffin srftqm (sN+hH ftTncf) ftfirir qpr, 



Vfan ifa: ftfan 




(tt) irk: irfirc : — 




(i) tftc nr«Fkt irt 

66,91,23,000 



(ii) TT^ffi^iO <Vf*!?r 

( iii ) ^nfpr ^Ft # # 

18,63,26,000 



(iv) fkr jRftvi km 

34,00,00,000 
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fcrant 








(n) . , . 71,30,89,000 (w) sjfirritutfat * Mwff 

7T^Tf^T^r l r'(fliy(lA<u|) f^Tftr^^I 

^*r finsT .... 89,88,78,000 tffT StfiFT . 1 1,26,93,000 

TOT ir^rft $*1 4TT sfU srftR . . 60,26,01,000 

w»ir ihrant .... 423 , 45 , 18,000 u'-^w tfifftfiTT ^ (tfld+naW Pits 

effort sftt fotvr 

(v) fofTO fv Tt Stfo StfoR 135,61,20,000 

(ar) firo ** tttt tariff fafo *fo vttf/firwf 

?W» . 

sum suftn^l . . . . 51,50,62,000 


2,195,48,54,000 


Wi? . 2,195,48,54,000 


wraftw omniVc ww#t srforjforrt grtfotr |i 

♦"‘Tps^q'fffT'iq^r ( MwMfo fotrfo) ftUr trk Tmjfo iflffipi* (^tfforcffofwt) faftt irfrfafo Pi^ir unEm nt{f ? i 
@Tn^lR fftf s£»r Pwuj) faftr h5tT ttcw tfk effort wii Dim nifr |, ttw Rxwnft est foil «r4 efwnfr etfotjrti enter f i 

ttefofoete^ftetiruterfriPttfnr 1 7 ( 4 ) (rr) >6 erter W 3 $ter ta?f vt rftrrnft terf to erfim tef >fo 2,45,00,000 Wi enter $ 1 
*-*ps£frffa*rir ( tefmte fwt) ftftr etexT’Kffo£fowc , 'r (ftetewr) fafa trspmeteTEwefrt; atforr enter ^ffi 

trrffor : 12 forte, 1973 t^o di<mi«i8, iter 

[ft° 9!o 1 (j)/ 7 3 — 4Vp *fr» I] 
Wo *T0 jfkw^pft, efWT trfte 

S.O. 3588. -An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 7th day of December 1973. 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 

Liabilities Rs. Rs. Assets Rs. Rs. 

Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(a) Held in India . . 182,53,08,000 

(b) Held outside India 

5,702,63,18,000 Foreign Securities . . 101,73,97,000 

Total 284,27,05,000 

Rupee Coin .... 8,01,42,000 

Government of India 

Rupee Securities , . 5,410,34,71,000 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department , , . 14,50,18,000 

Notes in circulation . , 5,688,13,00,000 

Total Notes Issued , . — : 


Total Liabilities . 


5,702,63,18,000 Total Assets . 


5,702,63,18,000 
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Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banicing Department as on the 7th December 1973 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

14,50,18,000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin 

2,62,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Oper- 
ations) Fund ...... 

239,00,00,000 

Small Coin ...... 

Bill Purchased and Discounted : — 

3,47,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 


(a) Internal 

62,73,54.000 

Fund ...... 

85,00,00,000 

(b) External 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 


(c) Government Treasury Bills . 

195,43,62,000 

ations) Fund ...... 

Deposits : — 

205,00,00,000 

Balances Held Abroad* 

Investments** 

227.45.53.000 

780.21.21.000 

(a) Government 


Loans and Advances to : — 


(i) Central Government 

52,17,59,000 

(i) Central Government .... 


(ii) State Governments 

14,86,16,000 

(ii) State Governments @ . 

108,82,15,000 

(b) Bank9 


Loans and Advances to : — 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

844,02,57,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

173,79,12.000 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Bank 

13,66,47,000 

(ii) State Co-opeartive Banks! 

251,13,60,000 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative- 


(iii) Others 

3,13,65,000 

Banks ..... 

1,30,30,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 


(Iv) Other Banks .... 

80,80,000 

Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 


(c) Others 

71,30,69,000 

Fund 


Bills Payable 

89,88,78,000 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 




(i) State Governments 

66,91.23,000 



(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

18,63,26,000 



(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation . 

34,00,00,000 



(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 
Debentures Loans and Advances from 
National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

11,26,93,000 



Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 

60,26,61,000 



Loans, Advances and Investment from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 




(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 

(b) Investment In bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 

135,61,20,000 

Other Liabilities ...... 

423,45,18,000 

Other Assets 

51,50,62,000 

Rupees .... 

2,195,48,54,000 

Rupees \ 

2,195,48,54,000 


‘Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

“Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. ™ u 

©Excluding Loans and Advances from the National A gricultural Ciedit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temnorarv 
overdrafts to State Governments. y ’ 

t Includes Rs. 2,45,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under section 17(4)(c) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act, 

t Credit* (ItabiUMdon^Fund 085 fr ° m National A S ricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 

Dated the 12th day of December 1973. ■ 


S. JAGANNATHAN, Governor 

[No. F. l(l)/73 -B, O. I] 
C. W. MIRCHANDANI* Under Secy, 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1973 


0f fcwft, 30 ^777$, 1973 

(ITT0-WT) 

WTo UTo 3589. — tnwt 77fsj(000 1961 ( 1901 

40 43) *tf> OT7T 121 ah 0W77 (l) IT7T 

'll r r nrftcPfl ^ 570)0 4><Fi ^ 17 , 0 % 015 

Pi^vi %t ^ fV 5900 m r^-1 *0 1 vTi ai) 77070.707 arrO 

j<7 wtwt otto qfonifrT I *fh: II qfomn TrrftsrT arp) ft 

TTlfl'ftTrl ?R0 0T(ff 0ift07 tfrT 7700 010470 0fd4777T, TfdHI^TT 

i<fk n *rrwrErffr aft 07077 ((0)40 f^r ir^rr 1 

0? wfErg^m 1 tnrer 1973 , ft 57070 ) grift 1 

[tro 425 (tl« fto 1 8 7/ 1 5/7 3-Wrf 5) (t( inf)] 

t(0o %o 0+t, 770T Tlfftq 

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

New Delhi, the 30th July, 1973 
(Income-tax) 

S.O. 3589 — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
sl ; ct ion (1) of Section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 
of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs 
that in supersession of the earlier Notifications in this respect 
the Commissioner of Income-tax, Patiala I & II, Patiala shall 
not perform the functions relating to audit work and the 
Additional Commissioner of Income-tax, Patiala shall perform 
the aforesaid functions in respect of Patiala I & II charges. 

This notification shall take effect from 1st August, 1973. 

[No. 425 (F. No. 187/15/73-lT(AI)] 
M. K. PANDEY, Under Secy. 

mfoTUr 4HIMH 

FlJTpft, 29 fy (f MR, 1973 

W. 377. 3590. — Fill'd (TyJpTTTTT Fri4w TTYT 

Fu/Fot) -aitirF^iw, 1903 (1903 22 orf) qft tnu 7 

^ fTT If T^r 3 fiFWrF 00 imfrr qrrtf h fttror- 

^ gra-Fiur wifiVur (nFw 075; 77771177 ^nrr 
toMW ^nr) rr^rtr urt rfa ^ ^ 

4 rpirwr <t»jt F^ttV 3 ! F^ 

srFwrw «F ?rq“ if 1^; trf aprFy 0 ) F^ hm^ t 
5“ 3lfV ^T8 F^pfifr f fci OTTrr TTCJm <F tfiFoTST 77010717 

^ ^rFfra^nrr tt. qr. sit. 3008 F^m>, 10 000*7, 1905 ft 1 
sift 3 if[ FwFsrtaTr wtirft F^jr^n d i ^i r, 00T . — 

3W 3 tFtI^W if, qrrr W. 13 7DJT H VTP-g qi 

TP? Fd'-d FeiFtsKI aPrTiPxnFw Ff^IT 3917777, 57*77 , — 

“14. F^ bF^ddlC, +311 *si\d F+J>r y nlVqiri (ffF ftMft i e,, 
nmHVrr ijqqnT) 9/10, 7^ 

F3JT7T-600001.” 


S.O. 3590. — In exercise of the 7 >owers conferred by 
Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
recognises for a period of one year, the Tamil Nadu Ware- 
housing Corporation (a Government of Tamil Nadu 
sponsored Undertaking), Madras as the Agency for quality 
control and inspection of dc-oiled rice bran prior to its 
export and directs that the following further amendment 
shall be made in the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Commerce No. S.O. 3608 dated 
the 16th November, 1965, namely 

In the said notification, after Serial No. 13 and the entry 
relating thereto, the following shall be inserted namely : — 

“14. The Tamil Nadu Warehousing Corporation (A 
Government of Tamil Nadu Sponsored Undertak- 
ing) 9/10, Moore Street, MADRAS-600001." 

[No. 5(2)/72-EI&EP] 
wto sno 3591. — f-rtrfa (wfiret ffpfsw xtk fa/fara) wfafTW, 

1963 ( 1963 WT 22) W) HTTT 1 7 tfTTT Sfepr Vlfwxff TT 'Krxft I T 
TrtTf gtT, •fcrrfFr TOR sp: '37997^79% (ftfhSTiT) PPriT, 1970 
Jr wk TfTftSPT TTT) % PrtTfTTftriT fdRR TrtTTfr ’CnrfTT:— 

1 . ( i ) tT Furift wt Trir ¥?rnx-farrfa (fT'ftKTTT) fir?ftxr 
TTTfnspT fpTR, 1973 $ I 

( 2 ) 4 Pwr ttitcw *r rtitr Jh mf)«r w) qam i 

2 . ^ OTK-Praffr (hrfrsTTT) fwr, 1970 Jr:- 

(w) pPTR 13 WT TT, f.ftMfUfijd fipnT 7347 4111(91, 

Rqfq;: — 

13 . fafrwrt wh7 — Tjz ^TT<f ^ fdri «'>r % f%nr frdum 

q5Vw % 13 PtrMwt tt) tt qShr wjt if) 4n7pf) — 

(i) xadVr % fra riTPr tt *71779 5.75^o st% 317 

(ii) fftniTT WT WT^T /air) 3.30^0 qf^T xftlfrw 377 

(iii) 2TC wt W’m/qtx) 1.65 75057 % tfleptw ttt 

(^ ) fwr 1 4 ^ *7737 7*7757 qx, r-l*dRlRaa jTTTPT 7W7 4||l(3||, 

X7«T%;« 

14. q^hnff 577 HIT <7T fnxttffST — 

WTTrtW 3R7T % %7TT7 3 ^ 7 7777 ^7 3X%Erf ^ IPJTTTT 57%577T 
% flrtT *f4rnrel' fTTinr xflr firOapiT ^ gqnff w) wrf(%7r 
Jf Trt^ s. (en i { Tit q) fid q in ((4 PfflaT'R fqrtildRad gfaa i Ii 
tpjttk T^nf ^ RTErrr tt fw im(07 

(i) fw r-inta-Wfif, qiTqT wt 30 RptffsifTrat aft Rrftrw 
^nni ^07 psi0% 57tft0 I000 3 # 7 77W ^ 00lftft WT 07770 
fW07 077 774077; ulr 

(ii) 0frir^ f0ftw0 ttk 77777700 % 0170775 *ft *770- 

?W 770*77 07t( 4^0 $ 7TTH >F 77770-77770 %0f7T TffanTTTf % f0T( 
7TT0 TT 7T10 % 77T0K 0t, fr/ttfTW Wt 7PJ717 % 71%ift I 

(iii) 3 tT PrftW 0 ^ f%rr Mfifrir iftTr 1 3 % 1777)0 
fapHtaTi tt) 50 ^) 7 ft 0074 ) 1 

(0) f077070 Pm 1 4 Wt (000 1 5 * *0 it 50 : ThPTtfatf 
fWRT 4111(41 1 


[IT. 6(2)772-^ 371^ tJ0B ^ 


[770 6 ( 1 e ) / 7 2 -fSro Pro tfltf 0 o 0 o] 
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S. O. 3591.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Export of Jute Products 
(Inspection) Rules, 1970 namely:— 

1 . (i) Those rules may be called the export of Jute Products 
(Inspection) Second Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publi- 
cation in the official gazette. 

2, In the Export of Jute Products (Inspection) Rules, 1970; 

(a) For rule 13, the following rule shall besubstituted name- 

ly > 

“13. Inspection fee— Fees at the following rates shall be 
paid as inspection fees for inspection of Jute 
Products : — 

(i) Carpet Backing Rs. 5.75 per metric ton 

(ii) Hessian Cloth/Bag Rs. 3,30 Per metric ton 

(iil) Sacking Cloth /Bag Rs. 1.65 per metric ton 
others 

(b) For rule 14, the following rule shall be substituted 
namely 

14. Consignmentwise Inspection — If at any time, there is 
any difficulty in implementing in-process quality con- 
trol and inspection measures in accordance with the 
provisions of rule 3 to 7 above due to any reason, 
preshipment inspection would be carried out on a 
consignmentwise basis in accordance with the 
following procedure : — 

(i) The Mill/Exporter shall intimate in writing to the 
Council the circumstances under which the provi- 
sions of rules 3 to 7 can not be adhered to ; and 

(ii) The Council after such examination and verification 
as many be deemed necessary, may permit inspec- 
tion of jute goods on a lot by lot basis against in- 
dividual expor t contracts. 

(iii) The inspection fee for such inspection would be 
charged at double the rates specified under rule 13”. 

(c) The existing rule 14 shall be renumbered as 15. 

[No. 6(18)/72-ET&EP.] 

W. WT. 3592. — (T'TTfWb fww -Slfl fytf- 
SrPtT) 3rty?q-q-JT, 1063 (1963 *6T 22) qfl OTIT 17 ^ITTT 

siriWrf «bt yyk qyk fy kV 

^ kyfcr (yniW/f rkyqur atft ktf^rw) knr, 1067 
k ?kky qnk q? k^ifeifigy kyy qyrcft f, 

1. fwf qr yrr fy sift yynq k^fq 

(qqiEfk fww yfi kkyjf) kirkr kyy, 

1073 ^ I 

2. kyy Ttyqr k nyryy yft ynkr q* rk t 

3. ik yf? sryT^-kyfy (qyikk yrft 

knVD kw, 1907 kyy 0 q) wr ti, kryktsy 

fyqy ran yrynT, arek; — 

e. farcV'r «sk.— ?y kwT qi skk kk^ qkr q* 
♦s m RNk htki qi qk tpkr kiipqs q> yyfqj tjy 
R? yqt) y) kq # qkr kyfyqrtffif fynr 

arfyqrry rf y^r ^ 1 

Df. 6(22)/73-k. k. nk k. rj 

S.O. 3592.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes 


the following rules further to amend the Export of Paints 
and Allied Products (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules 
1967, namely:— 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Paints and 
allied products (Quality Control and Inspection) Second 
amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. They shall come into force on the date of their publi- 
cation in the official gazette. 

3. In the Export of Paints and Allied Products (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, for rule 6, the follow- 
ing rule shall be substituted, namely: — 

“6. Inspection fee : A fee at the rate of one rupee for 
every one hundred rupees of F.O.B. value of each consign- 
ment shall be paid by the exporter to the Agency as inspec- 
tion fee under these rules”. 

[No. 6(22) /73-EI&EP] 

fTToSTTo 3593. — yq: RTCl $ fyyfa ®9TTTT $ ftms % fapi 
fyyfq % 5 ^ tw? ytynyf # tfty tk yyi q?r qyifyyt 
krery tk fyfrwy spftq ^ %■ kyqy sreyry, yny 

*K 4 .K fyk * 9 TTR kTHy % Wrk Ro qyotlTo 1624 , 

qrrk 9 sjy, 1973 % krfcr yror yysrw, wtriarty, ypr 2, 
spar 3, yqypy (ii), yrflu 9 sjy, 1973 % ^ qr: fyyfq 
(qyfyyf twm *k frkry) fyyy, 1964 % ftyy II 
yqfyyy (2) yft tiknjyn: Hyifwier fk ny 5 t; 

tk yy: yy y*fr wffitCTl trfrrwr yy% yyrfyq i$)yr yrsnsy 
yr 8 1973 qy <ypk kr tprty ybt yy Jf; 

yYc yy: yw thiw yynT k 9 ^y 1973 k yyyiy yrr 
ftyT yyT yr; 

sfE yq: yw siw % yy*r *r yyqr & qftt wr^qr sfrr gsny 

yry ei{i 

wq: tw, fyyjq (wifiiy) finRry xftr fyffapy) yftrfiiyy, 
1963 (i 963 qy 22) yra 6 jnr srm yftiiyf qy yyrtr 
ykr kiffy yt+u, fyyfy fkhyy qfyr; & qrryqi- ynt^r % 
yfyyj, ftry+V y? yry ^ f% yny % fyyfy syryn: % fkyy 
^ fyt kn qyyr yryvy+‘ yk ualyry yrty tor yrfyyy 
yyiyy qfr yfa^yyr yo yyoyio 1004, ffiTPs' 23 yk, 1907 
Sr PtHfisPaq yyltry qryfl t- : — 

yq; yfs^yyT Sr, 

(i) yyrtftr 1 ir qy ?(» 13 tfk yyy dyfay yfyfe 
yqyyj, fytyfwfiry Ty y=> sfk siyfeyr try pyrfiry qft ypEft, 
yyk ; — 

14. yfSyyyy % yryyTy 

15 . ytSrs *rcr| ^ 

16 . yy TEft % yryyry 1" 

(ii) yyyy 2 ^ pny qy, [frryfykq yynra yqrr yppy, 

yyf?[ : — 

yyy y+y yryf % yrqq* 

1 ms-yOny ^ ytyyiM ^ fki qfwfirfi 

ytoyro : 444 — 1968 ^ jtl qyi' % yryq yrSt 

ryr % qT»fy ytqym ^r fyr^ 

yrofty yryv ftfinfvi 1 
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RToRTo : 0 1 3- — - 196 8 qfoli if ^ gR TOi % 

'■* I P TVT ^ TTft 
H^NIM % foil VTTTffa VFPP 

f Lp JT , 

ITrTs^r 

2 WfHjvajt ft wrm ft ftnj fofoifo 

RToRTo : 2482 — 1963 ftrvf % fot TVT % W- 

: g5 D T % fot VTfofa 

RFTT ftp'll; i([ I 

VToRTf : 3549 — 1965 VrV frpfi t foil ar^r-YTT 

TOT 0 ’'I _ ft TT'T n 1 1 'i % 

fot vraftv vent ftfttv i 

3 H1TJ V H^I8 i fo^ fofotfT 

VToVto : 446 — 1968 gtr TOt ft 44<-H ffo TVT 

% ; I'i plV'fM ^ fot 

RR?ffo VHft fafMfo I 

VToVTo : 911 — 1968 tforf 4 «(t gir ipr^ ^ STVW 

ffo 14T % 4l([ -I'M 'I [ '1 
foil VPffot muf ftPiifo I 

4 fhro?ttft tow ft fotj Wifn : 

VtoVTo : 035 — 1908 5^ TOf ^ vrov ffo 

TIT % ifo TOT ftWRft 

tfoV tp'ftrt % fot vrefto 

VTVft ft Pi if (ff I 

VT°Vto : 2390 — 1968 tforf $ JQ( TOt * W-PT 

Tfo TOT % t?fo <fow 
tffftf % fot TOTOTV 

fot VI 111 0 VHft ftfatw I 
VToVTo : 3418 — 1968 VfoT$ V i|t gt( TO$ % VTOV 

ffo TOT % tfo TOT ft(4l4» 

iWt W-TTW % fot vrfofa 
VTVP ft Pi ?V I 

s 4firoi ft TOWw ff foq fofotv : 

VT°VT° : 447— 1968 Jjt gif TO? % TOW ffo 

TOT % tfotV % TOIHIM % 

fot vroffo vpto ftfttui i 

VtoVTo : 3572 — 1968 tfolj t ^ ^ TOf % TOW 

afo Tin: % tfovv % tot- 
nv % fot VTTOfo *ui4> 
ftrfttv i 

6 fiSJfffft ft WTOTfT ft folf fofotv : 

VT°VTo : 1677 — 1968 tforf t gif TOt % TOW 

ffo 1 TV ' *ti ■gift Fss*m; % 
•HTOIV % fot vrfofo VTOTI 
ftfttvr I 

7 tfWrc * wrom ft foq fofoin : 

tPlflil % wtotw fot 
VTttfo 410 m ftPftw | 


8 wffo-WV f 1 TOTO t folf fofotw 

VToVTo : 2410 — 1963 VpMW4H folfof % fot T3fT % 

W "TORTV t fot VTTffor 

Rpn; ftffofo i 

VToVTo: 5132 — 1969 RforaVT "P fot 0TTTPT ffo CT[- 

fov ti fot vrefor vht 
ftfotw I 

VToRTo : 884 — 1960 foR TO t WHlt tl fot 

WttrvTT 4*'40n4 ffo ^ 
fot vroffo vrvfr ftP i tv i i 
VToVTo: 636 — 1962 T*TT ^ 1TOR Vfo 

7|#3: % fot VRcffo VHT 

ftfttw I 

9 tit? vrrf i TOTvfoi it fofof v 

VToVTo: 51 37 — 1969 Ijt TOf ^ WW Tfo 

rr % tfoc vrrf ^ tot- 
VTV ^ fot vroffo VTTm 
ftfotur i 

VToVTo ; 5166 — 196 9 tfolf t jJTJ TO^ % 1TTO0 

wfo tvt vfo: vnf ^ 
WHW ^ fot vroffo VRT 
ftfotur i 

i o «fo vrtV ^ TOTwm ^ Fwq fffofoi : 

VtoVTo : 5937 — 1970 tfoTf t jflt TOf ff IfWV ffo 

tvt tr vt qrtt % tot- 

VTV t fot VTttft VTW 

ftfotw I 

VToVTo: 5831 — 1970 fit TOt % UTOV ffo 

W. $ Vt 'tfoV TOPTTV 
% fot vraflnt vptft fo- 
Prsfo I 

ftrotl : vft TOT ftfoftsT ftfoV tf TOT6TV % fTt V 
VTTtffo VTVfT HTOT 3TTT V^Vffot ftfottf t VTT t ftf tfr- 
VWV fW WT i fo tt VRVTV ft vpj; ?ftfo Tfo ftfotur 
t fft, fo tt Tffottf t t TPfo VTT "It f, TOT WT ffov 
VWTO'tt Vftfo t ffod ftfotv V^V I 

[to 6 ( 36)/72-ftofoo tlr foto] 

S.O.3593. — Whereas for the development of export trade of 
Tndia certain proposals for subjecting 3 additional items of rubber 
hoses to Qualily control and inspection prior to export were 
published as required by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export 
(Quality Controland Inspection) Rules, 1964, at pages. . . .of the 
Gazette on India — part II-Section 3 — sub-section (ii), Extra- 
Ordinary, dated the 9th June, 1 973 under the order of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Foreign Trade, No. S.O. 
1624, dated the 9th June, 1973 ; 

And whereas objections and suggestions were invited till 
8th July, 1973 from all persons likely to be affected thereby ; 

And whereas the said Gazotte was made available to the 
public on the 9th June, 1973; 


VTOVTO : 2765 — 1964 
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And whereas no objections and suggestions were received 
from the public on the said draft. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government, after consulting the Ex- 
port Inspection Council, being of the opinion that it is nece- 
ssary and expedient so to do for the development of the export 
trade of India, hereby, makes the following amendment to the 
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Com- 
merce No. S.O. 1004 dated the 23rd March, 1967, namely:— 

In the said notification— 

(1) in Annexure I, after, serial No. 13 and the entry relating 
thereto, the following serial Nos. and entries shall be inserted, 
namely 

"14. Fire Fighting Hose, 

15. Cement Grouting Hose. 

16. Hot Water Hose." 

(ii) for Annexure II, the following Annexure shall be sub- 
stituted, namely : — 

“Standard Specifications for Rubber Hoses. 

1. Specification for water delivery hose : 

IS : 444-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for water 
hose of rubber with woven textile reinforce- 
ment. 

IS : 913-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for water 
hose of rubber with braided textile reinforce- 
ment. 

2. Specification for water suction hose : 

IS : 2482-1963 : Indian Standard Specification for Water 
suction hoso of rubber, light duty. 

IS : 3549-1965 : Indian Standard Specification for Water 
suction and discharge hose of rubber heaw 

nnfv J 


3. Specification for air hose : 

IS : 446-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for Air 
hose of rubber with woven tcxtlile rein- 
forcement. 

IS : 911-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for Air hose 
of rubber with braided textile reinforce- 
inent. 


7. Specification for Radiator hose : 

IS : 2765-1964 : Indian Standard Specification for radiator 

hose, 

8. Specification for Fire Fighting hose : 

IS : 2410-1963 : Indian Standard Specification for Suction 
hose of rubber for fire services. 

IS : 5132-1969 : Indian Standard Specification for Hose reel 
tubing for fire fighting. 

IS : 884-1969 : Indian Standard Specification for first aid 
hoso reel for fixed installation. 

IS : 636-1962 : Indian Standard Specification for Rubber 
lined woven jacketed. 

9. Specification for Cement Grouting hose : 

IS : 5137-1969 : Indian Standard Specification for Cement 
Grouting Hose of rubber with wovefi textile 
reinforcement. 

IS : 5166-1969 : Indian Standard Specification for Cement 
Grouting Hose of rubber with braided tex- 
tile reinforcement. 

10. Specification for Hot Water hose : 

IS : 5937-1970 : Indian Standard Specification for Hot 
Water hose of rubber with braided textile 
reinforcement. 

IS : 5821-1970 : Indian Standard Specification for Hot 
Water hose of rubber with woven textile 
reinforcement. 

Note : If in respect of any House specified above, there are any 
later versions to the relevant specifications by the Indian 
Standards Institution, the specifications applicable to 
such Hose shall be the latest of such versions and not 
the specifications mentioned in the corresponding entry 
as shown above." 

[No. 6(36)/72-EI & EP.] 
wrto wto 3594 — finrfa (infers) Pta'am xfh faftom) 

tlfufT-M , 1963 ( 1963 44 22) Vf WTT 17 IRT JTCTT wfrwf 

44 TWT 44 fipTfa 

(ffl ) firmr, 19 6 7 # sfrt uvi'lm % fat! fiufiftlPad 

(444 44T4t SPtfcf : — 


4. Specification for Oil resistant hose : 


IS 


635-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for Oil a 
solvent resistant hose of rubber with wov 
textile remforment. 


( l) FT fatRf 14 114 343^ 1WUHI4)' 44 fntfa (firOnTt) 
firttk tfvftER fim, 1973 $1 

(2) t 29 snrrfr, 1974 Tt sr^r 1 


IS . 2396*1968 . Indian Standard Specification for Rubbt 
hose for Petrol and Diesel fuels with brak 
ed textile reinforcement. 

IS : 3418-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for Oil an 
solvent resistant hose of rubber with braide 
textile reinforcement. 


2. ttt $ 44 fnrfa (frfhm) ftnr, 1967 4ft 

if, ^4 4 0 13 xfrf Jlfarfe ^7 144 Tt[ Prra- 

fatsrr iffar 5rt#4T, : — 

" 1 4- wfhfflJPT % 4444RI 


5. Specification for Welding hose : 


15 . ?fr5rar $ ai-iam 


IS 


447-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for Welc 
hose of rubber with woven textile reinfo 
ment. 


16. atf IFf) $ 4A46IU l" 

[4° 6( 36)/72-f4ofiro fftr Ffo 4fo] 


IS : 3572-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for Welc 
hose of rubber with braided textile rcinfo 
ment. 


6. Specification for Spray hose : 


S.O. 3594. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export of 
Rubber Houses (Inspection)) Rules, 1967, namely: — 


IS : 1677-1968 : Indian Standard Specification for Acri 
cultural spray hose of rubber with braide. 
textile reinforcement. 


(1) These rules may be called the Export of Rubber 
Hoses (Inspection) Second Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) These shall come into force on 29th January, 1974. 
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2. In the Schedule to the Export of Rubber Hoses (Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1967, after serial No. 13 and the entry 
relating thereto, the following shall be inserted, namely: — 

"14. Fire Fighting Hoses 

15. Cement Grouting Hose 

16. Hot Water Hose." 

[No. 6 (36)/72-EI & EP.] 

tt wto 3 59 s. — Praia (44iP(it PuitHi xfr 

vftrfura, 1963 ( i 963 it 22 ) if tmr 1 snr nrr srPwf it 
srahr nrf gcr, mcmr, irro tor % nffra harm if 
wfH^sraT #0 too srr« 496 , iKter 25 uif, i967ffmnftfai 
mrfai inf) $, mfa : — 

TTT wfferg^rr if 2 If, IT tfo 13 ff: mtfr fiftra 
srfifrs % iTOTq; fav-rPrPjtT ffar tpett, : — 

1 4 . uf-mimr ^ toot 

15 . fffe mif wmt 

16. if Ipf) % flffrRRT I " 

2 . 15 wfs^nrr 29 arirf 1974 if spjri gbf) 1 

no^oiro nerm, fit irfn 
[f<> 6(36)/7 2-Pro ProtcrraPio r 0 ] 

S.O. 3595. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Centra] Government hereby 
makes the following amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Commerce No. 

S.O. 496 dated the 23rd March, 1967, namely: — 

In the said notification, in Schedule II, after serial No. 13 
and the entry relating thereto, following shall be added, 
namely: — 

"14. Fire Fighting Hose 

15. Cement Grouting Hose 

16. Hot Water Hose.” 

2. This notification shall come into force on the 29th 
January, 1974. 

[No. 6(36)/72-EI & EP.] 
M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, Under Secy. 


4JB9T ammT-far*rflT W nmfllM, Tf fawf 

mi u 

favlf, 21 TTTT 7 , 1973 

IT. ail. 3596.— tfaaf fa -4,lriK iffa fa,, gTTPT 

ffr, farar^ if 2,50,000/- 7?rf wrar twit iwf 

BTT) 1? fat] - t/li 9TTW wraffa IT. 1047459/lf/triTT tjw/ 
41/tjr/ 33-34, fa rifa 9-11-1971 RTTT fan ’HTT <71 I 
TRT TO?lfir if R£T fafaw fafw ifa if 3H^Vffa 
amt inf f fa] amm 17 mfrT fW ^ ^ rp 

fafawi fawn - if?! at ifa f 1 mt if 

imr w ^ fa ^ fafarTT fww ufar if 
rnfarnfarf f tfTftffr in? 1 ire 1 *11 anf wr in 
arffaro ^urfa fam mm w i xHniii 2 , 21,593 
mrf 1? fam nr fair *rr aft 17-9-1973 if mu m 28,407 
wf it Tritr nrrr fr vr 1 


2. ?n ^ imff it 1 air fan 4 Tfef fatff it mnir- 

TT ^ IW t]" 1 i WW TT ^itfcfFT fair ^ I if 

gf fa sir vnfifar if ^ farfarmr faf^m nfar ?it 

nif ^ 1 prfaE ^ Tfarffanr erntnrr (two arnfar, 1955 

farafa 7-12-1955 if TTATT7T 9 (if if) RTTT 3lfa- 

irrrt in mrfa inf fF irafsf favtr? 1 funr infa ^ Tut 

fa-f ifa Tififar w, 1 047459/ft /tw rrw/ 4 i/n^r/ 33-34 

farfa 9-11-1971 r^l fafaiHT faw fifa 071^- 

^ tit 1 1^1 -mf i 1 1 

3 . tw wig i ! hi if ipir fafarra fafw irfa if ar^- 

fafa HT^IHllf if afeHT f STTif if 3TT lef f I 

[f. tri" EFT rrw-/tr-5/71-72/'f QTT ETT El 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONTROLLER OF IMPORTS 
& EXPORTS 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 21st November, 1973 

S.O. 3596.— M/s. Hindustan Steel Ltd., Bhilai Steel 
plant, Bhilai were granted an import licence No. 104/459/- 
c/xx/41 /jf/3 3-34 dated 9-11-1971 for Rs. 2,50,000/- 
(Rupees Two lakhs and fifty thousand only). They have 
applied for the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control Pur- 
poses copy of the said licence on the ground that the ori- 
ginal Exchange Control Purposes copy has been lost /mis- 
placed. It is further stated that the original Exchange 
Control copy was registered with the Customs authorities at 
Bombay and was utilised partly. It was utilised for 
Rs. 2,21,593 and the balance available on it was Rs. 28,507/- 
as on 17-9-1973. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit along with a certificate from Notary Delhi. I am 
accordingly satisfied that the original Exchange Control 
Purposes copy of the said licence has been lost. Therefore 
in exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9(cc) 
of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as 
amended the said original Exchange Control Purposes copy 
of licence No. 1047459/c/xx/41/h/33-34 dated 9-11-1971 
issued to M/s. Bhilai Steel Plant is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Exchange Control Purposes copy of the 
said licenco is being issued separately to the liccncee. 

[No. HSL/B-5/71-72/PLS AJ 

Tf favft, 3 fari-H 1973 

nr. 3TT. 3597. — nfsf 3nrfa^ artifact WITT 1PT, (Mild 
fflirw) if 3,99,000/- iraf effar trra- fa v. rr f g-sm 
tit) faq Tn armr rirffw f. f^/t^/i 395093 if/^; am/ 

48/TT/37-38 fa HPT 20-8-1973 W falT W W I 3 HrM 

tut TTfrfar if ifrr-sii^ii faimf ifa if arr^fafa amt 
iraf f fat] grr amm T7 aiifa-i fa w fa J^ar iffaT-ifai; 

fawf ifa if , l| r / anraRTT f f I TT! if -d fati faw 
ittt f fii it^r ifm-tn^r farmf nfa fa if ft 
inffar f lafapr Tgf imf *f i gmr fai^r if Trafr 
mff fan w 3 rff pr m 20-11-73 if 3,99,000 wf m 

pfr 1TWT fr epr I 

2. frr n/ f b h *m f 1 airfar; f im^iT Tfarjfa, <nhI? 

f t]^ mrram 1 ? imr ttw it ufanr farw f 1 r ry^im 

if ifats fa TUP efTffw iff I£TT ifTT-^vn fan Ilf Iffa 

at Bif $ gmfai] tw ifarfW ammr (fafiur) an^w, 
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1955, I'-Vi 7-12-1955 \39LJT7T 9(# #) pm JFTFT 

aiftrwf rti br# r## fTRRTte «# rt# 

far# R# f-r. #/(j/ 1395093/#/^ 3(T7/48/(F4/37-3a 

fa-RTT 20-8-73 # RTfr J^TT #RT-7pFT ?R9n# 91# OFTTfTTTT 

IfR (# RT# f I 

3. rw rit#et # fam# irftr # ate## 

trr?-#TraT# # strut # rt# *# t? i# ^ i 

[#. 44-#//# ^-134/73-74/(^4 # 7ft snf #] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd December, 1973 

S.O. 3597. — M/s. J ai Hind, Opp. Sharda Bag. Rajkot, 
(Gujrat), were granted an import licence No. P/A/1395093/- 
C /UR/48/H/37-38, dated 20-8-1973 for Rs. 3,99,000/- 
(Rupees Three lakh and Ninety Nine Thousand only). They 
have applied for the issue of a duplicate Customs Purposes 
copy of the said licence on the ground that the original 
Customs Purposes copy has been lost/misplaced. It is further 
stated that the original Customs Purposes copy was registered 
with the Customs authorities at Nil, Bank Ltd., Nil unuti- 
lised and utilised fully /partly, It was utilised for Rs. Nil 
and the balance available on it was Rs. 3,99,000/- as on 
26-1 1-1973. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has filed 

an affidavit along with a certificate from Taluka Magistrate, 
Rajkot. I am accordingly satisfied that the original Cus- 
toms Purposes copy of the said licence has been lost. There- 
fore in exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 
9(cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 
as amended the said original Customs Purposes copy of 
licence No. P/A/1395093 /C/UR/48/H/37-38, dated 

20-8-1973, issued to M/s. Jai Hind Rajkot, is hereby can- 
celled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence is 
being issued separately to the licencee. 

[No. 44- V /BP- 134/73-74 /NPCIB] 

RPfaf 

w. m. 3598.— r## nmr err famF far., 

Rif faf# =# 99250/- FT# (farRTR# foTT7 # # BRUT FT# 

RTT) # faff! 3TTRTR RT?## R7FTT #/#/3039648/ 

#/# 5TR/48/TT/37-38 fafiTT 4-9-73 TRET fa/TR RRT | 
4 'it W 7W RT RT?## R^farfa #RRfl^T R#TT !## 

^ far# ?rr omjR hi far^r f fa pp #111^5 

b#rr ## erf R# sVamiRw # Ft # 1 3tt# in; 
rrtrt rut f fa nutriR ufar #rtt[r*p 

iirhrtpriWf # qw q#farr # 3 # r-rbt rtrIr- # 

IT# faui ’FIT R1 31# R## RFTTE TPEH # RTF # 
RT# fa# RrfapR7 TT # 99250 Upf #9 R9RTOT 4 I 

3RT# |TT R# # RR#R if 3TF#CH? ft- R## qfarTT ^ #, 
fav# ^ (FT FRIF 9F *6 RT*T TT W TT RRT falRT jf I 
tf'i'VOH, # # fa rw rf ri?#tt *# ip- 

9^146 fa# ?# R# fa | | tffafa 1TRT TRltPlTT (fqw>D 
31#(r, 1955 7-12-55 #1 T’T-RRT 9(lff if) $ 31#- 

IFI RTrf 3rPwR7TrP qiT 1T7FT 5fiT 1## RTTrl T1TT 'RPTF 
PfiRR Pel-, R^ 1 PT#P # TIT# fq# R# eTT^rfli' If, #/ 
tI/, 3039648 Pt#T 1 4-9-73 #T if^T ifhRT-^eRl H R f jp T RpR # 
(Tn^iTTT rpi P#Rr ttrit f i 
115 G of 1/73—5 


FTlffPryT# # TORT 3T RTr#ff # C 4H,pHpt| #R17!1^ 
R^hlR 9 Pd arfFT fp RT# #T “IT < # tf I 

[RURT 44-#/#. #. pn # #-313/73-74/ 

(fR # # ai# #/ 688] 

ORDER 

S.O. 3598. — M/s. The State Trading Corporation of 
India Ltd., New Delhi, were granted an import sub-licence 
No. G/J/3039648/C/PR/48/H/37-38 dated 4-9-73 for Rs. 
99250/- (Rupees ninety nine thousand two hundred and fifty 
only). They have applied for the issue of a duplicate Customs 
Purposes copy of the said sub-licence on the ground that the 
original Customs Purposes copy have been lost/misplaced. It is 
further stated that original Customs Purposes copy was regis- 
tered with the Customs authorities at Bombay. Tt was utilised 
for Rs. Nil and the balance available on it was Rs. 99250/- as 
on from M/s Ingran Kanpur in whose favour Tetter of Autho- 
rity was issued. 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has filed 
an affidavit along with a certificate from Notary Public, 
U.T. Delhi. 1 am accordingly satisfied that the original 
Customs Purposes copy of the said Sub-licence has been 
lost. Therefore in exercise of the powers conferred under 
Sub-clause 9(cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 
7-12-1955 as amended the said original Customs Purposes 
copy of licence No. G/J/3039648 dated 4-9-1973, issued to 
M /s. The Slate Trading Corporation of India Ltd. New Delhi 
is being issued separately to (he liccncee. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence 
is being issued separntel yto the licenccc. 

[No, 44-V/BP. STC-313/73-74/NPCIB/688] 

rttV 

•5T. 3fl\ 3599.— R## # 3fT#F#T (##41) 

7, Rqitf T Rt ff I#fe, 9TlV#-2 RTf 1073 FT# (1^ fTRI 
fllTTn ?PT# RET) 4? f## (FT 3fP5TR HITE# # #AV 
1377956 #/(FfR Rw/47/tr/ 35-36 ### 28-5-73 BRET 
#TRT RRT RT I dnf# 7W RIf#R #RT^FT 

B#3flf/R^T MBTTR PWTT BRtRR- R#T Rl ## ITT afiRTf 
97 3fFfTR ?!TrRr # ^ 3^1 'TfiRliii;^ H#v-h/r£T MRlfR 
rr#TFf BftT Iff U#/3fRMTR7R- # 1# # I 31# 
TRTRT ifRT f # Ryl #RR^fi B#5 Tr/i^T frfRRTr 
ffr#5;(tr ## # sttr 97 #Hi9i,effi ^ 

9 #«() 971RT RRT R1 I |7rTBil Wp # R9'rNi R# #RT 

RRT RT 3#f ^7f 97 1073 F9# (tTqi fBTR7 F9# RET) 
#f d *t <H *tf *11 I 

2. R# (f RR#1 # tf qiWp, q#V 

## ^ BRTUT-9R- ^ RW (FR W TR RlT'^fl #TRI # | 
d 1 R,R I (, # Rty^ # d Td vtl3 II R # Iffl #RT"^eR) 
JT#7R7#XT MrRTT fR#TT BRflR- pfll # R# f I 
?nfvr# RRT RFlfftJer 3TRT11 (fTRRdl) 31T#r, 1955 fTR# 
7-12-1955 # RT-RRT 9(# #) ^ 3r#RrV BTTl SfftFTTrf 
9TT B#tt tfr; rTs# Sift STTfruTtn #19 91### 9# RT# 
## R# RTf#'(T If. #/[)/l 377956 ##*6 28-5-73 #f 399 
B^T #RT-91^91 B#7 TR/r^T MrRR #TWrf jp#- tfrf 

(Fi4'/4m rjq #7(1 rrit §“ i 

3. firs; #rrt# # R-nr rti## # sr### ffhmi^T 
9#RR/b?t fa # br far#mr hii#r pfn smF # rt# (# 

RT 7# if I 


r#3RT 44 #/((7T-3/73-74/(FT # # 3f# #/688] 
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ORDER 

S.O. 3599, — M/s. Shri Aurubimlo’s action (Oriya) 7, Jawahar 
Lal Nehru Street, Pondicherry^ were granted an import li- 
cence No. P/A/1377956/C/XX/47 /H/35-36 dated 28-5-1973 
for Rs, 1,073/- (Rupees One thousand and seventy three 
only). They have applied for the issue of a duplicate 
Customs Purposes/Kxchange Control Purposes copy of the 
said licence on the ground that the original Customs Pur- 
poses /Exchange Control Purposes copy have been lost/ 
misplaced. It is further stated that the original Customs 
Purposes/Exhange Control copy was registered with the 
Customs authorities at the port. It was utilised for Nil 
and the balance available on it was Rs. 1,073/- (Rs. One 
thousand and seventy three only). 

2. In support of this contention the applicant has filed 
an affidavit along with a certificate from Notary Public. 
Pondicherry. I am accordingly satisfied that the original 
Customs Purposes /Exchange Control Purposes copy of the 
said licence has been lost. Therefore m exercise of the 
powers conferred under Sub-Clause 9(cc) of the Imports 
(Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as amended the said 
original Customs Purposes/Exchange Control Purposes copy 
of licence No. P/A/1 377956 dated 28-5-1973 issued to M/s. 
Shri Anrobindo's action, Pondicherry, is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes/Exehange Control Pur- 
poses copy of the said licence is being issued separately to 
the liceneee. 

(No. 44-V/S-8/73-74/NPCIB/688] 

i 

R^ 4 1973 

«rr. 39. 3600.— fc. RWts ffawte WpAfPT 
i f t g TR, ffeeft Tft rAr R'RRT^t RTRTRR 31 1' W 'T 

rr 39rtr *rrrJ 4 Ar9 5,00.000 i^r rr 9*6 rtcAtt 

R. 5^/^/2383692 f^RTR! 5-1-70 RftfTT fcfTRT RRT f I 
H I' gt-ra R^ 31 ^tefftt R£T fll'-tHtf AlRW 
JtffT 4 feT9 ?TT 3nOT7 97 3 (hVR ni if 1 ! N> W til? 
rA t^r r^t friVrtr Rtrr RR-q} ^rt7t ?9t t i 

fRTTT 3TPt RfrT^TT fV?9 9RT f 
RlfT^R RTirg 1 TfET 97 <GfhfR RS7RTRT W *9 I 

RrA RR^ 4 TTR'tsfa' ^ an<Jsj«h 4 79TR TR sjl¥a?l 

Nrt f 1 sraii; w i?.m ^ ?r> 793 t/r r\ 9^/^/2383692 
ITTT 5-1-70 R/t R^T fRtRRTT [tW ItfeT Iff if f 

arft Ae/tt 7nt R*fR rts a-Vm 9ft r^t 

Mv 777 AoiA'ii irf R omT STpft mfeT) I etl^trUf Rft 
RyTR^T f'dfffiR’M hfeT Ud'^9Ttl Tf^ R^ RhA I 

eTl^dTT R\ 9^/^/2383692 ?q f 5-1-70 rA RR^Rfr 
ryjl FqT-lRq f^HTTUT hfd 3f?T , T if 'Jll/l 99 Tiff ^ I 

[RW 977 ^ 7ft Aft 397-57/69-70/397-^ tAt/5481 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th December, 197.3 

S.O. 3600. — The Project & Equipment Corporation of 
India Ltd, New Delhi were granted licence No. G/T/2383692 
dated 5-1-1970 for the Import of Machine Tools from 
G.D.R, to the value of Rs. 5,00,000/-. They have requested 
for the issue of duplicate Exchange Control Copy of the 
ubove licence on the ground that the original Exchange 
Control Copy of the above licence has been lost by them. 
It has been further reported by the licensee that the licence 
has been registered with Bombay Port. 

In support of their contention, the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the Original 
Exchange Copy of the licence No. G/T/2383692 dated 


5-1-1970 has been lost and direct that Duplicate Exchange 
copy ol the said licence should be issued to them. The 
Original Exchange copy of the licence is hereby cancelled. 

The duplicate Exchange copy of the licence No. G/T/ 
2383692 dated 5-1-1970 is being issued separately. 

[No. STC/GDR-57/69-70/RMC/548] 

39’Tfl' 

97. 39. 3601. — 7179 *7T9T7 AlRR RT77T fsr., RT fcfeeft 

Rif [A^ArRI 7Tfg 4 39799 4 A. 9 16,000 77TA 99 991 
RlfrAr 77. jft/r/f/ 2390309 ArTRi 12-9-72 19979 RRT 

RT I RRgAf RRtT RTf 7-]Vt 3t 9^el F'l fTTBReq - FfWW 

friV ^ feTE fTf 39RT7 97 a^NrT TVrT ^ RJT M=T- 

RR- ?HR9U| 9t?T ^97T sf R^ if I RT^rfTTWTiff 39T7T 

39ft RfdRf^d RRT r ^ 3-V<l ‘fRTTft iff W 

97 TifDpT R# 977999 RRT RT I 

'3P9t 99/ 4 RR-RR 7^ affifTT 4 TT 7TW-TT TtfTSeT 

l Nr79 f I 31^1^779^17^ R7^5 t RT?rf71 R. RfM/ 

2396309 f^RTT 12-9-72 9ff 7^ T^T 'iVf'RRR *Nptrtti Rfn 
79T nf 5“ 3ff7 [71^71 r'rt f f9) RlfrtR 7^ 31R J ['et?9 
r^I fV'fRRTr 9% 397 ‘t' REff RltrR I dlfxI'R 

^ R2T RJ9 fVhTRR- Erwi irfll RR^MIII 7^R r// RTrft 

f I 

TRfTfR 7T. 7^/3^/2396309 f'TBTRi 12-0-72 R 1 / 

R^l f^fRRTf fHRA lJ | llTrf StetR if -Jll/I Ri^ 79 i i{\ ^ I 

[R. R71 cfl Tft/fclR-52 1-533/72-73/39? tpT Tfel/5491 

3979R-fRRf9 

ORDER 

S.O. 3601. — The State Corporation of IndiH Ltd., 
New Delhi were granted licence No, G/T/2396309 dated 
12-9-72 for the import of Synthetic Rubber to the value of 
Rs. 16,000, They have requested for the issue of duplicate 
Exchange Control copy of the above licence on the ground 
that the original Exchange copy of the licence has been lost 
by them. It has been further reported by the licensee that 
the licence has not been registered with any port. 

Tn support of their contention, the applicant have filed an 
affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the Original Ex- 
change Copy of the licence No. G/T/2396309 dated 12-9-72 
has been lost and direct that Duplicate Exchange copy of the 
said licence should be issued to them. The Original Exchange 
Control copy of the licence is hereby cancelled. 

The duplicate Exchange control copy of the licence No. 
G/T/2396309 dated 12-9-72 is being issued separately. 

[File No. STC/Misc-521 -53 3/72-73 /RM C/549] 

SARDUL SINGH, Dy. Chief Controller 


R? 1 G f'TR-’H 1973 

RST. 39 . 3602.-9^ ifhrR Rffcrr ITUS !p. [V., Rf 

fRTvfr 7# 7TRR SR^RTTT 19-397 ^ RRTO&ferf 4 fcfR RSTRR; 

^ j 7E7RT 4 fRR 152890 ?7E/ RT RRj HTfrfR R75RT 
7f[/3,i/2108462A-ft RW 9W/39/9R-/31-32 
11-6-71 RTTR TVrt RRT RT I R T! W RTFtItI' Rfl 

CT^Alftr TffROtl,^ rAt Rv Arp g-R 39OT7 R7 3 7 1 ^ R [VrT 
tf fRt 3 q RffTTR RR 1 RjeT 5ffrT RTfqi |3nn 

A 'A f I ell? t-U-Ttffifl 1 RRT7T 39?l Rl! r/tW [Vt9 R7JT 

f 1 fr vtis <-Uh RtTerf'-rR jE T [r, i|| 
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TAT AT 3lfT 1,22,822 TTA Tfi TATlT 4T7 fcrAT TAT 

t W? TT 17 Wf 30.088 GTA ^ I 

arW rW ^ ttW if steNt; f ta; wa-it TtWer 

Wat t i t W tt^Wt ft ^ 

if W f 7rft WW r ^tt f W to en$Mf ^ w^frfr 
Wt s^frt snft ft art WW i 

otaet (WWr) anfitr, 1955 WW 7-12-55 ft art 9 

f arffTT ITT SfftTOTff «f 7 T RAW T 7 l^T 3 TTATT Alt? 4 h 
WfiT ft/3ft /2108402/ft/t^W trw/39/tro/31-32 WWfi 

11-6-71 Wt TrR pfTTT Tf$ W~AT 31 TTT f I 

t)f WlT ft/3Tt/2108482M/qW qw/39/tTO/ 
31-32 ffroTTO 11-6-71 ft ariyVrf itt 3ttt f Wt ft 
ntt f 1 

[WIT : 4/ft/ft T 3 lt TA ft/ 71 - 72 /f (fiT TJTTD 
TT. ft. 4WfTTT7T, TT WWfi 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th December, 1973 

S.O. 3602. — M/s. Greaves Cotton & Co. ltd., New Delhi 
were granted licence No. G l O|2l08462|C|XX|39|H|3 1-32, 
dated 11.-6-71 for the import of Spares for Rustom Bucyrus 
19-RB Excavators to the value of Rs. 152890. They have 
requested for the issue of duplicate Custom copy of the 
above on the ground that the original Custom copy of the 
above licence has been lost y them. It has been further 
reported by the licensee that the licence has been registered 
with Bombay custom and the licence has bcccn utilised by 
them to the value of Rs. 1,22,822 leaving a balance of 
Rs. 30,068. 

In support of their contention, the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the Original 
Custom Copy of the licence has been lost and direct that 
Duplicate Customs copy of the said licence should be issued 
to them. 

In exercise of the powers conferred under clause 9 of the 
Import (Control) Order 1955 dated 7-12-55, Customs copy 
of original import licence No. O |0| 2 1 08462|C|XX[3 9| 1 1| 3 1-32 
dated 11-6-1971 is hereby cancelled. 

The duplicate Customs copy of the licence No. G/O/ 
2108462/C/XX/39/H/3 1-32 dated 11-6-71 is being issued 
separately. 

[File No. 4-G/Cont./71-72/GLS/343] 
N. C. KANJ1LAL, Dy. Chief Controller 

fcpqerqi, tAPMIf!- , M l qW1 ^TT TT4TFTA. mf 
30^1 

15 tfif, 1973 

Wot : Wat »n < a WW 3 -<e; iff r tt. W, 4Tm, 
TR^-31 W Tfitf Wti fill eTT^ffir A SAT : f/^/ 
2663814, WfW 24-1-73 (fid I ^4) TAT fi^T WW 
TA PffW iW) Art 4TC4T t 

•ST. 3TT. 3603. — WW TT7TT WW f fi/W AT, W, 

AT ( 1 ) tpr. Ffif. W Aif'dfi 4 fiW 4 Tfif (ftfifi WfiT 

f) (2) iWt-tW 1973 4fi W 4/T 4? fffWs2T4 f ST^TTR 
WW TAT fwtW f W-T 3TfiTfiT 4T7T AW ff- 

Wt (3) tWt-att, 1973 ft ^ fTtfEe le/ieco) 

TAT lG/fiW) f WfrWfiT f Ww ffif fitf-R ^aWt 
( 4.) WlW fifr f 3ffi/TT7 IT AFIET TEA T fpi 6247!)/- 
fii. TT TT 3TTATT fWfiET 1-T^qT : 2663814, 24-E73 


Wya Wett tat at i priffifr ft ar^- 

tvtr flHI^cch fTAT rfORPT RWT jrfrT 4? tiTP 

^tt arrtrR 47 anf^T Wat f W tyr fif IWfr ft fmr- 
fryWt 4 ? iifir ffr^rr Trof Wat arf* ttest fwr/r 
3taNt Wti Wat f st t# f i m arT^ffr mWf ft 

AnTTtT eTTfftfir f ^ ofAfr^ 62479/- <iqq f TvE3 f I 

STfif W 4? TTAfr f anffT f fsftsffr jfWfa, fij fiffg 
4Tff . AEff f TWT71T WftrfiA ifTTA ^ tfiT ATTA 4A 

TiWvr Wat ^ 31/7 ata Wt-4T# fW WrtA gm 
tps AAl'Jiqq ft HAT f WtW r^ft ft fif f W 4^ 
Wat fr W?W sra TRnfrf f ata ata hi^ga »tt f, 
anfpr; fwr irnf are^ tj 7f tat at i 

2- f Wte gf W tt^Wt Wat : f/7f;/2d638i4, 
24-1-73 ft T^T fWfl^Ti TAT fi^T WpfiTA WaA"! 
a a i a u ff W Tif f artV tfi qf q'ui W attqfA) 4rt 
at 't.tel ?tf q?d AW I ft A 14 I 

3, TTTfik' ft ftTTAl/A=R A AT f^T ^itfiTA TWWA 
Af 4A fW TJ3 ft ATTrfr f I 

rWfrr Wat ; 31o/l9147/f lfiT- 72/4 TT-73/30-6-72/f f 

TJTT ft-2-ft-f AwT] 

ft- fe, fipr, sTT-fiJEA WWA, anATT-?TAfT, 
»pt Wyw Waaat, aTTATfr-WAfA I 

ORDER 

(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

Bombay, the 15th March, 1973 

Sub.: Cancellation of I*/U/2663814 of 24-1-73 (Customs and 
Exchange control copy) Issued to M /s. General 
Spares Industries 1’. Ltd., Wadala, Bombay-31. 

S.O. 3603. — M/s. General Spares Industries. P. Ltd- Bom- 
bay have been granted Licence No. P/U/2663814 of 
24-1-73 lor Rs. 62,479 for trnpoil of (1) M. S. Free Cutting 
Black Bars (leaded quality. (2) Permissible sizes of Ball Bear- 
ings other than those banned and restricted as per App. 14 of 
A.M. 73 R.H. (3) Tapered Ruller Hearings other than those 
specified in app. 16/6(A) and I6/6(B) of A.M. 73 R.H. (4) As 
er list attached. They have applied lor duplicate copy of 
oth Customs and Exchange Control copy of the said licence 
on the ground that the original has been lost without having 
been registered with any Customs authority and without hav- 
ing been utilised at all. The duplicate copies now required 
is for the full value of the licence i.e. Rs. 62,479. In support 
of their claim, the applicants have tiled an affidavit duly 
sworn in before the Presidency Magistrate, Esplanade Court, 
Bombay along with a Photostat of a certificate from the 
Vile-Parle Police Station confirming that a brief case con- 
taining licences along with other documents was lost at the 
Air-Port by the applicant. 

2. I am satisfied that the original copy of Customs and 
Exchange control purposes of the licence No. P/U/2663814 
have been lost, and direct that the duplicate copy of the 
licence be issued to the applicant. 

3. The original of Customs and Exchange control copy of 
the licence is cancelled. 

[File No. 310/191 47 /J M. 72/A.M. 73 /30-6-72/EPSC. U.C] 

19. D'SOIJ/A, Dy. Chief Controller of Imports, 
for- Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
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■Is/ T'q ecu, 18 3| Tvl^T, 1973 

qfT. 3R. 3604.— mftrft FTtWr - -? ^Mm, 

qrt tfftrr qft s^rt 4 cmmr 4 ftr) 20230/- 

Cqft (4TTT sTSTR Tlf rfftt 777% HI4 ) Tpr TT 311410 

PTT^ftrr ft. 'ft/'T?r/l717]96M-T : Rr 17W-49M/33/34 ft; HIT 
4 - 8-72 T 5 TT faDT TT! TT I TTEfit R^T ftrftmT 

ftrftrar pf?r qrt 3mjVifti srftt qrcft ft ftp? $rr an'un m 
amter ftim t ftp tw <hti clft ftr r/r ftrftrTT 
fftwrr xrfM - ftrftf ftfaRptr qftyrTftf ft q#F^ tttr farm 
■srrV ft! TTuftr far ftrm 73 ft g 1 

2. 3 rrft mft 9} TTrftT ft" 3 nftrT 4 armr ^tftr ftr?- 

W, ftpTT 7RT NrqrMf-T 9/TEP, 1973-74 ft 'ftftftrre 8 4 

ttw qft Trft wt 4 ttt 320(2) 4 arftw ^rtfTartt^rr ftr 

^mr-qr esept seftt q-7 ^ 4 %^- ftfrrr f 1 ft 1 ttr^ sft ^ 

cll^ cftl qft ft^T R£T ftrftrTT ftlftTTr ftlft 7sT ElV^rWEITT 
fit Elf if I 

Tfrrmr mriTftiftftTr wr (etwd am/ftr. 1955 

iy^TE 7 f^TTPR, 1955 qft '4TT77 9 (ftr ftt) fWl JTT^r 
3if?iETrf tt mufti qrr4- fir? ft 4, Ri^-fti A. tftArR/ 1717198/ 

ftt-ftw crw-44/^/33-34 fftTfr 4-8-72 ftt r^t ftrfft- 
m ftmT uftr qft Tift tt snftftr ftm i 

3^4 3)141% PRPm f<Ei'4 u l T'-l <1 -H E4T fth RlVlftr RTFE 
1973-74 ft 4Vl 320(2) 4 3',RftT7 3nft5T> *fft ™ anw 
Rrgirftr ftt r^t ftrftiR7i ?M4w irfft ftt sr^ftrftr Trft 
ftt rt rftt ft 1 i 

tftERT : 'ft/q/&2/vnfc ER--72A3 ®r. mer/ftt fti 

4 . am. 4 ft, ta-r^t ftrftrfi, amnT-ftrftrr, 

fft ft^mr ammr-ftEiftr 1 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 18th October, 1973 

S.O. 3604 , — M /s. AGRO-Chem-lndustries, Brishan Nagar, 
Hissar, were grttr.Led import licence No. P/S/1717196/C- 
XX-49/D/33/34 dated 4-8-72 for the import of Brass Tubes 
etc. for Rs. 20230 (Twenty thousand two hundred and thirty 
only). They have applied for the issue of duplicate copy of 
Exchange Control purposes copy thereof on the ground that 
original exchange control purposes copy of the said licence 
has been lost without having been registered with any customs 
authority and utilised at all. 

2. The applicant has filed an affidavit on stamped paper in 
support of their contention as required under para 320(2) 
read with appendix 8 of the l.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and 
Procedure, 1973-74. I am satisfied that the original exchange 
control purposes copy of the licence has been lost /misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me, under clause 
9(cc) Import (Control) Order, 1955 dated the 7th December, 
1955 as amended uptodatc, 1 order cancellation of exchange 
control purposes copy of licence No. P/S/1717196/C-XX- 
44/D/33-34 dated 4-8-72. 

4. The applicant is now being issued a duplicate copy of 
Exchange Control Purposes copy of the said import licence 
in accordance wilh para 320(2) of l.T.C. Hand Book of Rules 
and Procedure, 1973-74. 

[E. No. P/A/52/N/AM-72/AU/HH/CI.A] 

K. R. DHEER, Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 
for Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 


3frqV 

■DTI 7 , 17 t P T 'fA J 19 7 3 

qqo wto 3605. — mF-ft xtur ftrfmftft: mq ■ftifr 
fiTJPrr ■/!?, pt’itt tjTT, uto jfpt tt truratr R-.-nikt % xrraTfr 
% Ftp Gh F ifing msmt mft frtr w q- ; — 

1. Tt/mr/ 1 <386583, fTtlT 31-3-1971 5,000/-Po 

2. ftl/iTTf/ 1 (386534, ftfiftt 31-3-1971 tpEt 2,50 ()/-po 

3. 'ft/qq/ 1 68 6 585, FtA !■+• 31-3-197 1 tJR 2,50 ()/To 

FRTEtTrt '3 r ?> nqi ipl * ,J I ^EtlXfi PP59T : t’ 1 +, - 2 (48)/ 

197t/9TPT/ 10417, fTtfip 18-12-1972 Wt, 971% ftf Ttfft 4\ 
trf 4% ftt 15 fftft ^ T vl C +1 04 q 8 f tr ftp mr ■TTfi % TP) 
ftpr qrr J9W TT?;4Tf Tl =Pff T3 fTB THT TTftti jfftt; 

Ttf ?J? TTSTR m ftp ftfit tRITOT JPTt «tT ftp TT TT TPW1TT 

> tprr m xTf * fFtf) frptt tt -set itn ng) ftm tt tt 
4T vi*l vl Ft 1 ) frr 4ft fipT ^ i ^ Trft ftitf TT 

ft ft' TTT mr if [ THTT % qTt 4 nfiftfiTT 

54*17? ^ ftpr ftt ISTPTft, 1 973 Tt 3PrrhT TH “TT I 

TT^TT TTTT mmff g/TTT % qftT Tft TfR Hjrf TIT |TT 
t fttc 4 fit Tft trffp ?*r mfPr 4 ftr4 fatrtfTT ftrftt Tt ^rfemr 
Ttfirft % fmt ft qfm | i 

THT^TT-.T: 4 474% ’Pt 4%T TtftT TTT TT %t f TTtT 

TT tfTTPT IX T^TT f ftftp tlftftt 114T PtItTT 4P4 TTfft. 4T5 
% 474 5T44 44T4 % f%t f PJ 4 4T Wft?P7 apperf q-flrirt 

544T % Sff4 4TT %4 W«T4T striwiTT 544ft % f%lT 44ft«TT ijlft 
% f%5 TT4PPftft % f 1 

5% 4r TftrTt *r %r j® 44m mrr f rttt % tt% 

§5 *Rfft£TlT4Tft ttyr I ftp fTT4T4t4 TTT44 X% OT4T WP 
P4 % T5nrrf44 far 4T% 47ff5 trrf%4, WfftPTTft 44T 
mrrftjT tptpt (fTpqr) xtttp, 1955 etttt 9 Tt tt-tft 
(iflfit) % T4PT4 4T4 PtftjTP'f 'TT 44t4 TT TT^ftt T4T f4f4%T 
4?4 WJT4T TtT, qtTT TTT, fiTS %t TT% fTP) W 

XTPTT4 TT’STPT 5447 4t/tnT./ 1 686583, f%4ftp 31-3-1971444 
5,000 To, ft/mr/ 1686584, fTTIT 31-3-1971 5?4, 2,500/- 
tjo fT4T ft/mr/ 16805 3 5, f44T4T 31-3-1971 4T4 2,500 /-To 
TT trf^ Birr T^ 4T4T | I 

5<54T TT-2(48)/l97l/4T4. 

(Olllce of the Deputy Chief Controller of Import & Export) 
ORDER 

Kanpur, the 17th February, 1973 

S.O. 3605 The following licences for the import of 

Tungsten Filament were issued to M/s. Amar Miniature Bulb 
Factory, Sardhana Road, Ranker Khera, Meerut cant : — 

1. P/S/1686583 dt. 31-3-1971 for Rs. 5,000/-. 

2. P/S/1686584 dt. 31-3-1971 for Rs. 2,500/-. 

3. P /S/1686585 di. 31-3-1971 for Rs, 2,500/-. 
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Thereafter a show cause notice no. Enf. 11(48) / 197 1 / 
Kan/10417 dated the 18-12-1972 was issued asking them to 
show cause within fifteen days of the date of receipt of notice 
as to why the said licences in their fayour should not be 
cancelled on the ground that their factory was reported to 
be closed and no production work was being done there 
and the licences were, therefore, not to serve the prupose 
for which they were issued. They were also given 19th 
January, 1973 for personal hearing of their matter. 

No reply to the said show cause notice has been received 
nor has any one turned up for personal hearing on the date 
fixed for the purpose. 

The undersigned has carefully considered the case and has 
come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Amar Miniature 
Bulb Factory, Meerut have avoided to send a reply to the 
show cause notice or to come for personal hearing as they 
have no defence to urge. 


, jfTd TTfiftr i (rTtr wtft^rretfl wtrtt 

rrjrt rr r tTtpvrrfh 

, r . . . fhTTTT 7-12-1955 Vt URT 9 TR-STITT 

(frm) ttmr, t „ . , ,, 

, . - RTT RfaTTRl TT TTFl TIT 

(*7) (#) * v . 

„ ,tt fr? rAr, (Eftt Tt3) T rir b rpT 
SpTrTl )S^nto 

.. rI/rr/ 19970 71), frTTTT 211-4-1971 RFT 

1317 TIT 

. 1687071, fTfiTT 20-8-71 RtRJ 1250,*°, 
2a<0 5o, cp 

#7/168 70 ^ 2 °‘ S ' 71 ^ 1210 ^ 170 

lfi 3 ftm 1 ' 3 " 1971 ^ 2500 'ft/'W/l701!i24, 

i J|5R, 1240 11°, TRT #<# 1 70 1 8 25, fbfffT 

1 0-197 ^ 1250 re bi rrr am S I 

bwr 2 ( i a :i ) / 1 9 7 i/ttr 


Having regard lo what has been stated in the preceding 
paras the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in question 
should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective, There- 
fore, the undersigned in exercise of powers vested in him 
under clause 9 sub-clause fee) of the Imports (Control) 
Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended, hereby cancels 
the licences Nos. P/S/1686583 dt. .31-3-1971 for Rs. 5,000/-, 
P/S/1686584 dt. 31-3-1971 for Rs. 2,500/- and P/S/1686J85 
dated 31-3-1971 for Rs. 2,500/- issued infavour of M/s. 
Amar Miniature Bulb Factory, Sardhana Road, Ranker 
Khera, Mecmt Cantt, 

rNo. ENF. 11(48) /1 971 /KANJ 

3TRV 

fiw, 1 RTb, 19 73 

Vfo WTo 3 6 0 6. — 3TRRT ^if)o Rfb, 

iw frFT % rtr rrItr rrt 2rt tirt 

bfiPbr ^ rtrrt % frb; fbtRfbftiR rt*rr ftIft fer tin; b .- 


i. RJ/6 r/ 1687070, fertT 

20-4-7 1 

tpr, 

2500 


2. TT/itr/ I 6870 7 i , ffRlRT 

20-4-71 

ReR 

1250 

50 

3. R[/TR/ 168707 2, fTRin 

20-4-7 1 


1250 

Vo 

4- R[/TR/ 1 70 182 3, ftTfip 

31-3-7 1 


2500 

Vo 

5. fit/RR/ 1 70 1 824, fRRTTr 

3 1-3-7 1 

RfR 

1250 

Vo 

6 - RT/Rr/ 1 70 1 825, ITRTTT 

31-3-71 


1 250 

^0 

RRPRTT RR RTTERf RRTR1 ^TRI 


SeT-2 

(133)/ 


1 9 7 l/nR/ 9 9 31, hPTTT 28-11-1971 4? 5(0% gR sffi i | { 
RT far 15 f?Tr % rT^r Tirtyr strir far mrb mu' if ^nff fipn 
T7 RTtJTT TIT^rff Tf TRT 3 3^ Tt fabT HTRT RTf# RTR rjfj 
W WOIK yr far RRirr RT? TTPaTRT #[ RT, rr% 5 TTT Hl(b‘ 
fjJTTT f-TW'TR 3 TTT RET farr Rnr b fR Frrewf % R-t RR? 
f-TT ROT SR Tr?#Tt RT tTRrf Rf TThf bfc RRb hpr rtr UP 
T ■■h^rtt rrrtr Riff fTnrr wi rt i 

RTIJ’fT TKT <TTTR7 rfRTT R1R7 tofa’tJTfTlTT STO firm £ 
Rb Tff "Pf % RTT Rkr Tf ui % I 

4 , snfrijtfrrerft ?r rtrR- ^f rnff Rtfh arfr ttt: wf xOttt 

'TfthTR T3 Tg'RT I f% g’WRR 3R p 4f TTUT XT#, RPT 

Tr ifit TTr^iTr Rjff «jt, RTRTiT hi ( 44 fhxj/TT fit u i jjt 

rrr r T fT<7 T wVt TTffir 47 Rf xrrRrfRR RTR !RT HTCT0 

RT Rirf Rf TFTcfr iflr TR-fl PTR TPJ UPrf R^RK RRRPT T^f 

fTRT RT I 


ORDER 

Kanpur, the 1st March, 1973 

q 36. — The following licences for the import of per- 
jy ypes of Ball Bearings and Taper Roller Bearings 
ed to M/s. Junta Engineering Works, Gurann Road, 

13m — 

P/S/1687070 dt. 20-4-1971 for Rs. 2,500/-. 

,i) P/S/1687071 dt. 20-4-1971 for Rs. 1,250/-. 

iii) P/S/1687072 dt. 20-4-1971 for Rs. 1,250/-. 

(iv) P/S/1701823 dt. 31-3-1971 for Rs. 2,500/-. 

(v) P/S/1701824 dt. 31-3-1971 for Rs. 1,250/-. 

(vi) P/S/1701825 dt. 31-3-1971 for Rs. 1,250/-, 

2. Thereafter a show cause notice no. F.nf. IX( 1 83)/1971 / 
san/9931 dt. 28-11-1971 was issued to them asking to show 
;ause within fifteen days of the date of receipt of notice 
as to why the said licences in their favour should not be 
(cancelled on the ground that they had no factory, the 
licences were obtained by misrepresentation and the goods 
imported against them were not utilized in terms of the con- 
dition imposed on and applicable to the licences. 

3. The said show cause notice has been returned undeli- 
vered by the postal authorities with the remarks “Not 
known". 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Janta 
Engineering Works, Barant have no factory, have obtained 
licences by misrepresentation & have not utilized the goods 
imported against the licences in terms of the conditions 
imposed on and applicable lo the licences. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 

paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffec- 
tive. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) & (e) of tho 
Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dt. 7-12-1955, as amended, 
hereby cancels the licences Nos, P/S/1687070 dt. 20-4-1971 
for Rs. 2,500/-, P/S/1687071 dt. 20-4-1971 for Rs. 1,250/-, 
P/S/1687072 dt. 20-4-1971 for Rs. 1,250/-; P/S/1701823 
dt. .31-3-1971 for Rs. 1250/-, P/S/1701824 dt. 31-3-1971 

for Rs. 1,250/- & P/S/170182J dated 31-3-1971 for 

Rs. 1,250/- issued in favour of M/s. Janta Engineering 
Works, Curana Road, Barant (Distt. Meerut). 

[No. ENF. 1I(183)/1971 /Kan] 

RTRRT 4 197 3 

rtn Rto 3607. — R^ '4t tffo Rjo 3 r 0 


5. yr T?) RiffRr <r ft p rrtrt rrt ^ Tb srtr b vtsd 
IJ7 trsfhJRTra-^ (R b ? frr fTRRTtftR H I l/lR Rt' rrtt 


19 9-br, ROR Ax, b73 fRRRt 

RTRTRT filRT RR-C R \ TT RTfRfw RR4 
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’W ir 41*4 9-q-f77T qar i-qx far &_•> 

^ ^7t xrnTRT V TW 

m r<i r*9 t fa i* 

(1) fa/t(q/ 1G54253 fcnr 20-5-. 

' T 5,000 *0 

(2) <fr/W I 6 5 1 2 5 4 fcTTT 20-5-71 

5,000 f 

(3) fafer/ 165 5228 ffafa 3 1-7-70 

5,000 

(4) fa/tfa/ 1655229 faqfa 31-8-70 4 

^ 000 4° 

( 5 ) fa/far/ 1656182 fed fa 14-10-70 *Ti 

*■ s,ooo 

(ti) C ff/ 1 T J T/ 1 3 I 9002 ffafa 20-1-71 nPI ( re 
(7) «ft/tpT/j6 56183 ffafa 11-10-70 JJFT } Fo 

2 irmR fa ott arfaT o ^ 

2( 1 25)/1970/Tr/ 5 559 fanT 23-8-70 nj 304 
if fa fa mg fafa * fart Mi 1 <«i ^FfiTi fa ^afa q ^ ^ 
fat] ’TP SfaRT Wtfafa fa fat R 7? HR ffal arrqi >- ^ 
fa 5*4 MTtnT qq fa fafa fa-RT <T4tfa Ef^iru 
4 4 1 '4 RTUT fan «4 far 5f fa fa ’OR 0 %o qrqrfa Rirs f, 
wiaTTr^r, i^tft amt fan qn ^rfa) =qqn trt Y q . 

R RTsrrfar Rfaafr fa w Y uinrt q| if i 

3 uqq^rT 4 iK'ji anfat ^mn qarq Y tjqtr fa fa fao r 
far ^ T« fa. Y ^FTtfaf) fa 3RJ44 fat % fair qqq qfaTr \ 
fafa t^ft ?ro wfa tnr qt/*nfa 7-1-72 fanqr n-0-71 fa 

ff 3^- 3 tRR rt q<> fa or Tt/*rre/72-7.i h 
ffaTR 19-5- 1 972 ir TTfa*P4 TT ffafPR 14-4-1971 -Ft fa 
sfa % ffa 1 , TTPT fa fa ffa R fa 4 wrqtiw SRiqfa faq if 

ffaq iff ffa i nffa "35T faY fafa Hr^qnrr fa 377 qrfa qq fa 
■jTfffa emifar fa 'Sir 1 

4. TOmwr«fafY RT9% 47f rfat-TlTf’T 4TT4r vx iff t, *rfa tJT 

'rtfanf Tt $ fa jfa MY it* #0 % rnr T o, ^ j 

TTWfq ooi OTT HWlS-Jtf Tt q r ^rf qfar ir 2T7T-4fafa tY Y , o't 7 

^qi|iw TmE^fr fatiTTfwr^i it^rt irr^R fao % \ 

5. 3* fY iftwft if 3|’T 3.77 q^TETT 7T7TT | HJK Y WT 

53 (fafaRtTWff t fa faqqsffa TTTfafa 44*4^1 44744744 

Y wRRTfaq farr mfgii 1 474 faq^ srafarrrsj ff 44444 

4)?lffsi^ 3TTM fa (fawn - ) 'Hifal, 1955 Enq. 7-12-55 44 tJTTT 9 
^-tTTTf (rr) % MRpfa q?7T ^4%Tfaf 3f7f 5fafa 47T S 44 ^^i 4 441344441 
'ff/far/ 1854253 

ffaffa 20-5-70 4J5q 5,000 45° 'ff/'fa/ 1 05 4254 
n 20-5-70 RR44 5,000 4s ff/wf/ I 6 5 5 2 2 8 
„ 3i-i-7o 3344 5 , 0 0 0 4i 1 of/qq / 1055229 
„ 3 1-7-70 4JRT 5,000 41s 'ft/™T/ 1 6 5 S 1 8 2 

„ 14-10-70 4J5IT 35,000 4 0 =ft/qn/ 1 3 1 90 b2 

» 20-1-71 9B4 17,500 4o qqi 'ft/fat/ 1 050 1 S3 farfa 
14-10-1970 4TW 1 7, 5 0 0 F n TT nF[q qqm 47T4IT ^ I 

[R'5444 4;4Mi-2( 12 5)/l97o/TT4T] 

ORDER 

Kanpor, the 4th Apiil, 1973 

„ ^ ' S ' R . 3607 - — Tile following lieenees for the import of 
Ball Bearings & Taper Roller Bearings in the category of 
ual users weic issued to M/s. D. C. Jain and Co., 199-B, 


West End Road, Meerut Cantt. with factory at Sardhana, 
Distt. Meerut. 

(i) P/S/1654253 dt. 20-5-70 for Rs. 5,000/- 
(li) P/S/ 1654254 dt. 20-5-70 for Rs. 5,000/- 
( Hi) P/S/1655229 dt. 31-7-70 for Rs. 5 000/- 

(iv) P/S/1655229 dt. 31-7-70 for Rs. 5,000/- 

(v) P/S/1656182 dt. 14-10-70 for Rs. 35,000/- 

(vi) P /S/13 19062 dt. 20-1-70 for Rs. 17,500/-, 

(vii) P/S/ 1656183 dt. 14-10-70 for Rs. 17,500/- 

2. Thereafter a show cause notice No. Enf. II( 1259/1970/ 
Kan/5559 dt. 23-8-70 was issued to them asking to show 
cause within 15 days of the date of receipt of notice as to why 
the said licences in their favour should not be cancelled on 
the ground that they had been obtained by misrepresentation 
as they had failed to produce the documents forming the 
basis of the Chartered Accountant's Certificate dated 16-1-1971 
which was issued to them by M/s. R. K. Parmarlhi & Co.; 
Chartered Accountants, Kanpur. 

3. In response to the above show cause notice the said 
M /s. D. C. Jam & Co; Meerut asked for time to produce 
the documents vide their letter no. 1IMP/OFF/71-72 dt. 
11-9-71 and again vide their letter no. Imp/Off/72-73 dt. 
19-5-1972 asked for copy of office letter dt. 14-4-1971 to be 
able to do the needful. The documents, however, were never 
produced inspite of both of theii requests huving been met. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter and 
has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. D. C. Jain 
& Co; Meerut have avoided to produce the documents as 
asked for and the licences have been obtained by misrepre- 
sentation. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the proceeding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefoic, the undersigned in exercise of powers vested in 
him under clause 9 sub clause (a) of the Imports (Control) 
Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amerded, hereby cancels 
the licences No's P/S/16542J3 Dt. 20-5-1970 for Rs. 5,000/-; 
P/S/ 1654254 Dt. 20-5-1970 for Rs. 5,000/-; P/S /1 655228 Dt. 
31-1-1970 for Rs. 5,000]-; P|S|16S5229 Dt. 31-7-1970 for 
Is. 5.000/- P/S/1656182 Dt. 14 10-1970 for Rs. 35,000/-; 
’/S/1319062 Dt. 20-1-1971; for Rs. 17,500/-, and P/S/ 
656183 Dt. 14-10-1970 for Rs. 17,500/-. 

[No. ENF. 11(125) /1970/KAN] 

3iFiV 

qrrfajT, 6 197 3 

*n°wi° 3608 — ffii fafar Rnr rwjW, 3 «rt-jpri7fa tsFjfarr 
ifa, tY Yfuthr (tts rtptrT) ^nffan fffai % 

4PT % fan farqfafatr ^rnfat wfaf fan 74 TT «4 •- 

(1) 'ft/fat/ 1686860 fatfa 13-4-71 ^FT 1 2,500 Vfa 

(2) 'ftyfaT/ 1686861 famr 13-4-71 FFr 6,250 

(3) ’ft/nJT/] 68680 2 falfa 13-4-71 FFT 6,250 Wt 

(4) 4f/rinr/ 17 5 4624 fatPF 11-1-72 FFT 12,500 

(a) ffi/ntl/l 75 1625 falR 11-1-72 RFT 6,250 nfa 

[ii) ffi/nqy 17 54 626 falPF 11-1-72 RFT 6,240 4,qft 

2 "3^ nqr qrppri tpmfl ^=44 tie 4PM= 1 1 ( 2 3 0 ) 

1 7 l/TFf/l 1 264 fatlT 1 1-1-1973 V?, 'J^T gn anfa qTfqfsfr 
faTm ttraror ^ qT^fat Y is fafa -fifaf ttri fttfa 
fa R 4 % qpq Jr arfaf fan tqqtjqq tqnfalT Ff fa) ff <pq fqqr 
3TT=4 =qrfan R4 WTtlK Tf fa TTFT 47^=5)41 qi Kifa faq 
fa EfYT % fan, 54lfaq an/) fan qn tf "fa t JR faf 
fa 4 1 fa} mhY jttttSi % ir ’fafaqr 11 hhmi f % fan famq, 
29-1-1973 fawr fa fan =14)^4 I 
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3 ^rpTipr irm totto) tjpot % otpt h topI tootf) 
rg? ?r?OTTP P TUTP 13 Ho PR TTE TTTf/Pt/ 96 n/ 7 3 fpPTT 
27 - 1-73 % its pptot f% top faro «r(TnF pro % ttpp totot 
ottptoot pot toot tot to wV p totjp top 1973 % ptp 
to ?tt ! p^T T to iott am Tr tMY pfpfrpfpro *r tot% 


(3) In response to}° Vt Said shoW cause notice «* 
said M/s. Rampco R Industnes stated in reply vide their 
letter No. RRI/G/9r ated 27_1 " 73 that their factory had 
to c'pse due to s < laboi,r troui3!e and that the same 
will restart by Ms 22 ' ^hey desired that the licences 
may not be canc nder these cir «™stances. 


OT'STTTO TT P? P fsppT TOU I 

4 wsfrerOTTOt p tot tIpp) mtFt top to p) I tot 

q fpOTP TP PfPT p fp TOF? 7OT7PP TO? fOTiftp, TOOTPP 4 TTPTITPT 

pot to fort | sfk fro stup t) ^fp % fro wr top) fanr to* 

% TOT P ‘JOT P^t TOP | rrfTOT Pfp P TOT P TO POTT TOOTIT 
TOP | eft P pu ftrt TT TTOTTTO % fpu TOT TOP TOT TOOT 
ptfp % TIPTOP TOTOPOT TOfOTIPPt % PTSTOT TT PTTOP TO TOP 


5. ^P TOT pfepTTOt _P PT fTSjtftpOTOT TOT | TOT STOP P PPP 

|tr pto^fottoI to tttojto I f% L fOTnrj)p to?to p^ totot 
ttottopp tt TOTTOfpp fro top 3 ifr N to fro, tototo isrft 

TOT TTWtfpp PTPTP (fpPOTP) TO^FT, 19 5 5 fPPTT 7-12-55 # OTTO 
9 TO-OTTO (Tfrpt) % POTPPTOP pfOTTOT TO TO>T TO PPP) 

^totoT to? 5TOTrdl 4 s-TOP^e topItpott stop, %pto|P pit tot) 
fenr pit i 

TTTTOTT TTo TOI/ttto/ 1 6S68 60 fzpTT 13-4-71 TOP 12,500 
TOP 41/^/1086861 fcpTOT 13-4-71 TOP 6,250 TOP , 
pt/TO/ 1686862 fpPTOT 13-4-71 TOP 6,250 po Pt/irp/ 
1754624 fpPTT 11-1-72 TOP 12,500 To , Pt/up/ 1 7 5 462 5, 
from? 11-1-72 TOP 6,250 P° ; Pt/lTT/ 1754626 fpPW 
11-1-72 TOP 6,250 po pit iTpp POTPT P^ TOOT | I 


(4 The unde/ carefully considered the matter 
and has come / conc lusion l ^ at the said M/s. Rampa> 
Ruber Indust/ ehradun have closed and the licen 
wil not serve’ Urp0se / or w hich they were issued 
he'ever, the’* rt 7unct]0 ning at a later stage tbZ 
aply for lip afresh through the sponsoring 
tens of lie policy inforce at the time. 

J) “ «■* ha, b,„ f™"*™ 

lestion be cancelled or otheryA rendered ^effective. 

herefo/ l,ndc ™gned in exer^ of p0WerS VeSted m 
im „ iuse 9 sub clause (7 of the Imports (Control) 
~r ' dated 7/12/1955- ais amended, hereby cancels 
f - e , r ’' Nos. -I*fSJ16868^' Dt - 13-4-71 for Rs. 12,500!-; 
/s/ /l Dt. 13-4-rPfor Rs. 6,250; P/S/1686862 Dt. 
3-4; °r Rs - 6,2501-: P|Sll754624 Dt. 11-1-72 for Rs. 
12 ’AS| 1654625 Dt. 11-1-72 for Rs. 6,250|-; P|Sll7j54626 
j-) t ’72 for Rs. 6,250/- issued in favour of M/s. Rampco 
^.Industries, 3 B-Govt. Industrial Estate, Dehradun. 

[No. ENF. II (230) /71 /KAN.] 


TOTOT 

TOPPP 27 3TPT, 1973 


[TOPT ^ TOT- 1 1 ( 2 3 0)/ 7 1 /otTTO) 


ORDER 

Kanpur, the 6th April, 1973 

S.O. 3608. — The following licences for the Import 
Peptiser (Rubber Chemicals) & Bonding Agents were issi 
to M/s. Ramco Rubber Industries, 3 B-Govt. Indust 
Estate, Dehradun. 


(i) P/S/1686860 

Dt. 

13-4-71 

for 

Rs. 

12,500/- 

(ii) P/S/1686861 

Dt. 

13-4-71 

for 

Rs. 

6,250/- 

(iii) P/S/1686862 

Dt. 

13-4-71 

for 

Rs. 

6,250/- 

(iv) P/S/1754624 

Dt. 

11-1-72 

for 

Rs. 

12,500/- 

(v) P/S/1754625 

Dt. 

11-1-72 

for 

Rs. 

6,250/- 

(vi) P/S/1754626 

Dt. 

11-1-72 

for 

Rs. 

6,250/- 


teT°*rr° 3609 — PP«ff TOTTSTOT l-TOPDf, fpTOTTJT, TO 

/ Tfp fe p P OT^, i'TOdp fP.PTTO: PPT afpfTOTP OTP % PTPTP % 
tr i^rpiprftp ot^ttp otp) fror pt p — 

(l) pt/pp/ 16544 14 ftOTT 2-6-1970 TOP 3,333 TOP 
(2 } PT/pp/ 16544 1 5 from? 2-6-1970 TOP 6, 6 66 TOP 

2. d^TOP T P TpT irp; TOPP POTTO) gpOTPo ^<6 ll(l92)/ 

1 97 i/top/ 13 393 fpptn 7 TOP, 197 3 P^ <£ 3 % dltl # Pf 
p) f% TOPW POTTO T3(POT Tt PTPP) % 15 fpp) % Ptpp PPPP 
POTT fpi PP T OTP P OTPT fPT pp PPPPP PTfPPT Tt PPT P 
P^ TO fpPT TOOT TOffT Pip TOT?P TOOTP PP ftt POTTlP IpPPP 
Po p)o p PT POTTO TO fpi P PP TOT TOPTP % (OTTfOT % Du 

pf) pi Ftp % Fit ottoip top) I+t pt ^ i to| ?tpp 
PTPA % TTPP rT spfpOTTT gppTf % IOTP pI 26 PTP, 1973 TT 
fpp fppt pro pi 1 


(2) Thereafter a Show Cause notice No. Enf. 11(230 971/ 
KAN/11264 dated 11-1-1973 was issued to them asig to 
show cause within fifteen days of the date of re<pt of 
notice as to why the said licences in their favouishould 
not be cancelled on the ground that their factory w, closed 
and the licences would not serve the purpose for wth they 
were issued. They were also given 29-1-1973 foriersonal 
hearing of their matter. 


3. TOtPTO +IPTO POTTO ^POT % TOTP % TTP sft TTTTOTTO 
PfTTfP it TOTP PpfpOTT 22 PTP, 1973 # PPTTO fpl 
fppflp P+il % TTPP P TOT TOOTP TT fppfaf P^t TO P% fPTf 
% fppr OTTOTP PTTO fpOT prr ^ ?ftp TOf T% PPPP TOfpnfpp! T) 
OT ' S TO T Pf TOP % ftlR TO TOPOT Tl «ft 1 

4 PEftfPOTTOT ^ PTP% T) TOP) TOfp TOP TO tff | pk 
hR iii p PP PfPT | ft* fpPPTtflP TOTTOT P^ TOP PTff^ I 
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g. ^ i-pt 4 # j© mm ttt t #) stft Sr w) 

|tr ^'r^TRRr ^ I fe fawife ^TTWfT T? Vmt 

mr^r m 4 mtmfm feu tt# =Trferr i sraE-Mra/) 
mm (fa-fern) mfe, 1955 ferfe 7 - 12-1955 # htti 9 
^<T-am(?fr fe) % wrofa srtt feferTfe ti afer tt ntfe wsrsrr 
^#r, fafemr, ^1^ fe mft feu fro; 4° fejfe/ 

1654414 fefeP 2-6-1970 RyT 3,333 T<fa cT«TT fe/t[R/ 1 6 541 1 5 
feTfe_2-6-1970 RyT 6,666 To fe feTT TTPT X% R^TRl |l 

[tfo ^Rfi-1 l(l9 2)/ 1 97 l/^>t’o] 


ORDER 

Kanpur, the 27th April, 1973 

Molybdenite - The following licences for ^ import if 
issued to M Metal, Tungsten Filament & Resistence we 
" Castala Industries, Niranjanpur Dehradun - 

(i) P/S/1654- d[ 2-6-1970 for Rs. 3,333/- 

(ii) P/S/1654415 4 2-6-1970 for Rs. 6,666/- 

^ 2 vThere af te r a show c,, se notice no . E nf. 11(192) /1971 
Kan / 13393 dated the 7th i*^ rc h, 1973 was issued to the 
asking to show cause within fifteen "days of the date t 
receipt of notice as to why the .mid licences in their favor 
should not be cancelled on the ■ ground that the Directo 
of Industries, U.P. had reported that they were no mort 
interested in the manufacture of the product for which 
the licences had been issued. They were also given 26th 
March, 1973 for personal hearing of their matter. 


4 i ; 3^ wpt rir 4 % feisr if srfTTTtr fprrrf % fair 22 r#t, 

1973 RT fel fen RRT *TT I 

3. TT’TTT mwt Rfernfafe 54 pt m mtH 

IT fsrffr fer ferr fe Rf 41 fe fife fef tr r# sit i 

4 . srfe^wfe 4 rtr% fe mfe Rtfa feT Rrfe) | tip pt 
mRvii-h it Tf'^T | fe r# fe rtst faffei gmr r p ma (fern- 
RSlWRm) 4 RTRRR if TRBfRT RT fen fey R5fe4 
RRRRT RT^fer ffeRT feWT RRFT nrr fen % I 4fe RR fe rir 
RPT 4 RRT 4 feffer J® nft I ‘S'nfe7, R#t 4 UrfT 44 4 RIRTTlfe 

fe I I 

5. fe feffeRfe if fe ^rrmpn | 13% srtr 4 wr 
gn wfferrmifet in ft rfafe | fe fawfer rtjrr ttttt 
snrrr rr 4 RsrRTffer fen ^rfe ^rfen 1 sttfer, srtftgrnTsrff 
STPTRT (fafeiR) Rlfer, 1955 fe Sttl 9 RR-RTCl (fe Rt) % 
tpfeicT RTrt trfWtf TT RRPT TT R# fe RTJR ftfcR ^RR, 

4>if!<l ( fsM I RyTWTRR X ) Tf 4 1 <4 feff nn r 1 1 s/i 6 

tfo Tf/nn/ 1688026 Ifetfe 1-6-7 1 R7T 5,000 To ; 'ff/ltt/ 

1 6 3 8 u 2 7 fetfe 1-6-71 RyT 5,500 To ; n«lT qf/rrn/ 
1688028 ferfe l-G-71 nfT 2,500 T*> sfit irn? ?TTO 

[#o 7 3/4t|T/7 2 !%m] 

ORDER 


3. M/s. Castala Industries, Dehradun in their reply dt. the 
22nd March, 1973 to the above said show cause notice stated 
that due to financial difficulties they could not start the 
manufacture of the product for which the licences-- had 
been obtained and had also requested the concerned autho- 
rities for cancellation of the licences. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter and 
has come to the conclusion that the licences in question should 
be cancelled. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise, rendered ineffective. 
Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers vested in 
him under clause 9 sub-clause (cc) of the Imports (Control) 
Order, 1955 dt. 7-12-1955 as amended, hereby cancels the 
licences Nos. P[S|165414 dt. 2-6-1970 for Rs. 3,333|- and 
P|S|1654415 dt. 2-6-1970 for Rs. 6,666|- issued in favour of 
M/s. Castala Industries, Niranjanpur, Dehradun. 

[No. ENF. II(192)/1971 /KAN] 


S.O. 3610. — The following licences for the import of 
permissible types of Dyes Intermediates & Chemicals were 
issued to M/s. Modern Printing House, Budh Katehria 

Jansath (Distt. Muzaffarnagar) : — 

(i) P/S/1688026 dt. 1-6-1971 for Rs. 5,000/- 

(ii) P/S/1688027 dt. 1-6-1971 for Rs. 2,500/- 

(iii) P/S/1688028 dt. 1-6-1971 for Rs. 2,500/- 

2. Thereafter a show cause notice no. 73/Kan/Enf/ 
2793 dt. the 5th March, 1973 was issued to them asking 
r show cause within fifteen days of the date of receipt 
f notice as to why the said licences in their favour should 
)t be cancelled on the ground that the Director of Indus- 
es, U.P. had reported that they had closed down their 
mufacturing activities. They were also given 22nd March, 
73 for personal hearing of their matter. 

. The above said show cause notice has been returned 
telivered by th postal authorities stating that there was 
r^uch firm. 


jkto wio 3610-5# ’srTTrnpr faffe ?TT*r, sptet 

(fern nm) fefen fern % mtnn #ff nnr Trmnff 

% smmr % feff fa m fefern #fenferr nr 4 i 

(1) ’ft/sM/ 1688026 ferfe 1-6-1971 RyT 5,000 To 

(2) Tt/tm/ 1688027 fcfffe 1-6-1971 TyT 2,500 To 

(3) q4/trn/l68802S ferfe 1-6-1971 WT 1,500 To 

2. rmTTWTT ryT ^TPT gnfet rfm ifo 73/wm/mti/ 
12793 ferfe 5 Rfe, 1973 Tf /p# |tr gq# Tf sft fe 
+K ,t l 4 TTPE 1 T gyprr 44 TTTrfr % 15 feff % rffer ^rmrr 5nTtr 

% wnr 4 mfe ferr np- ; mvm m?mf vtspff n Tf %rr 

fen wnr differ rffa ^ fnmnTT TrfeT#jr fatn^r n.# 

h nf fef# # fe fanfor rfent 55# ?rr4 ^ fer 


The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
arhas come to the conclusion that the said M/s Modern 
Piing House, Jansath (Distt. Muzaffarnagar) have actually 
clyl down and have obtained the licences in question by- 
mipresentation. They have avoided a reply as they have 
no -fence to urge. 

5laving regard to what has been said in the preceding 
partaphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
quesn should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Theore, the undersigned in exercise of powers vested in 
him ider clause 9 sub clause (a) of the Imports(Control) 
Orde,1955 dt. 7-12-1955, as amended, hereby cancels the 
licenc Nos. P/S/1688026 dated 1-6-1971 for Rs. 5,000/- 
P/S/18027 dt. 1-6-1971 for Rs. 2,500/- & P/S/1688028 
dt. I-(97l for Rs. 2,500/- issued in favour of M/s. Modern 
PrintinHouse, Budh Katehra Jansath (Distt. Muzaffarnagar). 


[No. 73/KAN/72/ENF] 



Sue. 3 (ii)J THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : 

frGf 

urnr, 1 1 <ri it)'/ 3 

<FT .-TtT° 36 11 — frfr 'mffafr firfeiT 5M, fafr UTSfr, UTrpre> 
(farm far ffafr fa urn'T frfr mr muifr 

fa trmm fa fuq f^n^f^fsnar umor Tfanrg ffan go 5 t ; 

( l) fr/fr/ J 688032 PTTFT 1-6-11)7 1 frT 5, 0 1) 0 *o 
(•j) fr/frf/ 10SS()3:> ffaTfip 1-6-1971 JJfr 2,501) ^ 

(:i) fr/o/r/ 1 bsso. 34 ffrir i-c- 1 97 1 ufr ?,5oo to 
2 . deDHTU Ufr fr m TUT JHTTfa Tpm fao 7 4/unT/ 7 2 /frB/ 

12788 fefrT 1-9-1 97 3 fr ’JST siffl fr fr 'Tt ffa TT™T 
frT5TT frTTT aft UTUfr fa fa 15 ffrf fa frrTT THU , frit?, fr 
mfa tot fauTfr fro jot uTfafr Furtrfafaf far frt u ■-a' tt ffarr 
^rmr urffan sjVt ufar ?*r mtriT tt fr uoot ffafaufr fr fro 
% fr ffaffa fat fr fr ufrifa Fnrfr fafafr tot mr m fcfa fa 

*ffr ffrfrffrfrr 3TTT ifTlfl 1 ! htct frb fa I 

:i. Tfrfr wot spmrr frur stu nrffamffrrT sttt ffrrr 
*? umr fs frur sf afr far nfr faff ufa ufar fr i 

•i. wTr?STTwfr fa Trnrfr =»rt frfr-frffa utu ^rr fr f s/fr 

?*T TffrrTtT fr T^ST fa fr TTfafr frTfufr f STRUT rfrff % TTOm 

s ufrunvrr me fm «rr fak uv-faffa fmmfrT uwfrr ffrfr- 
frsTir STTr STPU frn fa fafr ffr us % tot TTTfa SSTS % 
fan 5® 'fr STOTT frf I TUfan, U^ftfa UfTT fafa if UMMdfr 
faf fa I 

5. fr fr frfrprfr fa fr IjW fr TRTTT fri fa US WTTS 
fa WT IS WfrfRTTClfr SiJTJ fa fr firfrfrq TTJ'faT Tf mm 
frWT *9 fa *rsTTTTffrT fro UTS Srfas TUfuS' U OTtTSS TCTflr 
sms (ffrfrs) srfrr, 1955 frsts 7 - 12-1055 'fr hrt 
9 us-snr (fr Tft) % sfsss sstt sfijsfrr sr sifrs sfr fs 
asst ssTfufr fsrfss sfrs, ssu srurs, utsss (fr-sT s ; 4 Wssst) 
fr UJTfr fsrr SIT STfrfrr So fr/ss/ 1 688032 frsfr 
1-6-1971 TffT 5,000; fr/SS/ 168803:1 FifSfr 1-6-1971^ 

2,500 'To ; ssr nt/ss/iBseoii tfrsts 1 - 0 - 1971 ^ 2,500 so 

fr m? STTT 7^ ifTST ;t I 

[So 7 4 /sirs/ 7 2/SWfi] 

ORDER 

Kanpur, the 11th May, 1973 

S.O. 3611. — The following licences for ihe import of 
permissible types of Dyes Intermediates and chemicals were 
issi i-d to M/s. Kwalily Printing Works, Mangal Bazar, Jan- 
snth (Distt. Muznffarnagar). 

(!) P/S/1688032 Dt. 1-6-1971 for Rs. 5,000/- 

(h/ P/S/1 688033 Dt. 1-6-197 1 for Rs. 2,500/- 

(iiij P/S/1688034 Dt. 1-6-1971 for Rs. 2,500/- 

(2) Thereafter a show cause nolicc No. 74/Kan/72/Hnf/ 
12788 dated the 1-3-1973 was issued to them asking to show 
cause wilhin fifteen days of the date of receipt of notice 
ns to why the said licences in their favour should not be 
cancelled on the ground that ihe Director of Industries, U.P. 
had reported that they had cto:>cd down their manufacturing 
activities and Ihe licences were obtained by misrepresentation. 
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(3) The above said show cause notice has been returned 
undelivered by the postal authorities saying that there was 
no such firm. 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has conic to the conclusion thal (he said M/s. Kwality 
Printing Works had actually closed down and had obtained 
the licences in question by misrepresentation and a reply has 
been avoided as ihey have no defence to urge. 

(J) Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefore, ihe undersigned in exercise of powers vested in 
him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the imports (Control) 
order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended, hereby cancels 
the licences Nos. P/S/1688032 Dt. 1-6-1971 for Rs. 5,000/-; 
P/3/ 1 688033 Dt. 1-6-1971; for Rs. 2,500/-; P /S/1688034 Dt. 
1-6-1971 for Rs. 2.500/- issued in favour of M/s. Kwality 
Printing Works, Mangal Bazar, Jansath, (Distt. Muzaffar- 
nagar). 

[No. 74/KAN/72/F.NF] 
Utpm, 30 Ttf, i 973 
srfruT 

^ITo STD 36 12 — rfrfr TTg 'TIT Ttfu ITIU ifr H I f 4 T , 

famum? (farm ttfttt) fr frfr % mm % fmr fam- 
farffrr mfrirr ufrr ffrr m 4 : — 

(1) fr/m/ 1 7 52334 frTfr 28-8-71 TT^T 1,500 Ui' 

(2) fr/frT/ 1 7 52 3 35 frffr 2 8-9-71 JJelf 750 Tfo 

(;t) fr/tTfr 1 752336 fafrUT 28-8-71 Tjm 750 TN 

2. TcTTUT'T U'P TTHU UTTfr 'JUUT TT° ’fr^/TT ( 1 0 0) / 

I 97 l/U7PT/8 I 9 0 frfr^ 28-10-72 TTg JEfr |Tr Ulfr fr uf fr 

fr tput mrfr gmr fr Tiufr T i s fafr % frar 'pnur 
mnrf fr tt % tot Ff urfr fro im; tut mjTftr fr frf t T| 
tx Ptut tot urfifr frr ttt TTrurt: gt: fr uu urr unriaTTr 
29 - [ 0-70 *r xp? m ff i u?ij srfr Tn-rrA % frftr *r ’’irfnuTtT 
jprmJ % farr fr xfxmx faur TTf ur i 

3. ^-rf; ^rrror JOTTfr ^UTT % UrTT if Tffrfr UT5T UTTU 
sertr fr fr, frnsrrTTTT frTr ttottt fa rnfa m fao 

2 - 11-7 2 fa 2 8 - 11-72 fa fro aUffa-Td fa fafrr BTfafiT 

fr fr frT uff 15 TiTufr, 1973 far mfTTvTTrT fa fufa 

frm mo «TT m Tor?m mr m fao ^/TI( too)/ 
19 7 1 /TOT/ 12073 fadTT 3 1-1-1973 ffrj U'fr TT ®tFtTUOT 
TITUT'S fa ffatr frj fr Tfr WOTT f, I 

4. mjfamwfr fa RPTfa fr TTfr-WifU Ufr TOT fr ^ frf 

TfjT nfagm tt Tfur fa Ft frfa ufafr ur| mu fam tmr fr 
fao urjfar, ffrTumu, ffaur xnw fa mr ^fa tttu fa fun 
^ fr rpgm frr % KfrutT, u^fa tut fafa fa um sqffaura 
q/rmf fa fmt mumfr fr | frf fuu ^ fr fa fm 
luiequ Uifr ffa r ( fr fa, ufa u 'JTr ufr itfr i 

5 . 7 4 fr fafuTtfr fa fr T® Ufrtr rm t Ufa HIT fa ^ 
jn mJT|*mTfr m/x fa ffa Premia urmu fr « mrnT fr 
famfrfm vci frfa -o : fr i infMu mi.o •w-' ’-mi-i (Pw- 

g-Uf) mfafr 195 5 ftfrT 7-12-1955 fat UTO 9 U9-mTT 

(frfr) % mfroT mvf m5T 


115 G of 1/73—6 
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5 4 5 r "l I'f 4^ To 4T'j 'XZ [4.4 ’IWIT, flT97 vua < I 4: 919 4 Jl I 'T 
fT4 HIT ffo 41/49/ 1 752.134 fT9tT 28-8-71, 1J59 1,500 

Wl ’ft/TTfT/ 17 5 2 3 5 3 fcttT 2 8-8-71 1JFT 750 T9? 99T 
•ft/TTTT/ 175233(1 f99f5T 28-8-71 1JT9 750 T9ff Ft 99^ am 

Ttf trtt^ 

[9° TT( i o o )/ 1971 /^rrr] 

ORDER 

Kanpur, the 30th May, 1973 

S.O. 3612. — The following licences for the import of 
Bronze Powder were issued to M/s. Baboo Lai Basant Lnl 
& Co., Bapoognte, Firozabad, (Dlstt. Agra). 

(1) P/S/1752334 dated 28-8-71 for Rs. 1,500/- 

(2) P/S/1752335 dated 28-8-71 for Rs. 750/- 

(3) P/S/1752336 dated 28-8-71 for Rs. 750/- 

2. Thereafter a show cause notice No. Enf. 11(100)/ 
1971 /Kan/8190 dated 28-10-72 was issued to them asking 
to show cause within fifteen days of the date of receipt of 
notice as to why the said licences in their favour should 
not be cancelled on the ground that their factory is closed 
since 29-10-70. They were also given opportunity for 
personal hearing of their matter. 

3. In response to the aforesaid show cause notice M/s. 
Baboo Lai Basant Lai & Co., Firozabad, Distt. Agra vide 
their letter No. Nil dated 2-11-72 had requested personal 
hearing on 28-11-72 and they have given opportunity for 
personal hearing on 15th Feb. 1973 vide this office letter 
No. Enf. II(100)/1971/Kan/12073, dated 31-1-1973, but 
no one has come for personal hearing as yet. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Baboo 
Lai Basant Lai & Co., Bapoogate, Firozabad, Distt. Agra 
have avoided reply and personal hearing as they have no 
defence to urge and that the licences will not serve the 
purpose for which they were granted. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 

paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered in 
effective. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub clause (cc) of the Imports 
(Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended, hereby 
cancels the licences Nos. P/S/1752334 dated 28-8-71 for 
Rs. 1,500/-, P/S/1752335 dated 28-8-71 for Rs. 750/-, 

P/S/1752335 dated 28-8-71 for Rs. 750/- issued in favour 
of M/s. Baboo Lai Basant Lai & Co., Bapoogate, Firoza- 
bad. Distt. Agra. 

[No. ENF. 11(1 00) /1 971 /KAN] 

VI^VI 

tmt, 6 3pr, 1973 

fSToWTo 301 3. — ttWl iTfiiW F'FijM 6 9, fTTWl TlT, iR5 

f4#f ’iff xrfnffR wwlMfer ftmr 4t stir jjarui utt Jtt tmt 
sprfTtT % 30915 % ftrrr (4 h (4 Pad artr) Put tr 9 

( l) 41/49/1687961 FRET 27-5-71 1JF9 2,500T° 

( 2 ) 41/49/ 108796 2 f39tT 27-5-7] 1JT9 1,250 T° 

( 3 ) 41/49/ 16 8796 3 fcffi’F 27-5-7HJT9 1,250 Ts 

( 4 ) Tt/w/l 752722 frtfr 0-9-7 1 1JFT 2, 500 To 

(5) ’ft/’TTT/ 1752723 fcrtTT 6-9-7 njT9 1,2 50 To 

(0) <ft/irir/l 752724 fcfftT 6-9-7 HJT9 1,250 To 


2 . 9795919 4T fTt°I ST5WT 1J99T 9o FT II ( 2 3 1 ) / 

197 1 / 474 / 10414 99T PlTtT 15, 18 PrRSR, 1 972 9^ 4 ®% 
J4 “5TTt¥ tH 9$ 41 It tirt ftut! hsh 5lt td/i t i 5 Fort 
% '4l9T 9999 ¥9T4 fift 99 % Tiff 4 9ET fT4 94 
9TT49T 571 T9t 9 TT fr*TrRTHT 9 tP?4 9 ^ ftr TIThT7 9T 

fT 9919 fhltlT ffo 41 o 4 9$ ft4fc fT | far 9999 99WT9T 
set tit i 44ff 4 sfffffinF g/mT faff 

18, 9R5fl, 1973 IT f<T9 41 ftm 441 41 I 

3. 995 34 t u l 99T9T ^997 4 pT4 4lt TrR VTI r T 9/f jJSHT 

£ 5fR 14 5h4 % fiT4 Ppjffrg 494 ^59 % I 

•1. R!Jf?64T4TTf 4 4199 3Tl 9p9 gtfg 9R zft | 

T9 9^419 97 9j91 $ f¥ 94*41 9|f 477^14, 6 9 WJT9441, 

744, 473 f4€l 4 9TT99 4 45R5IT9T 4R pTTT ^ xtYt 
9tt 49 f44 Tf % Fp* 4 1 cl Pt4 4 t4 4 ^ti 
t44 i 

5 . Tl sfifrrmf 4 41 jsj 44T4T 4Ti * T4 ctet 4 

z;«r4 gr FtftfrETPfffl 95«T | ft Bmrtfn BTT99 7^ 997T 

rtf94T 49 4 9sr4tf44 f4(T 794 'ffrFlfrr | Ft %tr xttft^TtllWff 

441 44lffffl 9T4RT (f94T9) Wl^Pl, 195 5, fFTtF 7-12-1955 
Tf E971 9 99-9171 (4l 41) % 99l49 JOBT RftPPR'f 59 H9t9 
T7 9441 R 4(71 FTr/ftt, 09, 7*9']//, Pteffl 71 5, 4 U (441 Tl 
3H41 f«Fff 94 T1T49 9o 41/49/1687961 ftRtT 27-5-71 

1J59 2,500 To; 41/49/ 10 8796 2 fFTfT 27-5-71 ^ 1,250 
9°; 41/49/1687963 fttfftT 27-5-71 1JT9 1,250 To; 41/49/ 
1752722 ftffPT 6-9-71 JJW 250 To; 41/49/ 1 7 5 2 7 2 3 fFTtT 
6-9-61 1JT9 1,250 To 94T 41/49/ 1 7 52 7 2 4 fFTK 6-9-7! 
tJTR 1,250 To 49 4^4 5131 3? ^391 ^ I 

[9o FT 11(231)/ 197 I/ 599 ] 

ORDER 

Kanpur, the 6th June, 1973 

S.O, 3613. — The following licences for the import of 
non-banned and non-restricted lypes of ball bearings and 
taper roller bearings were issued to M/s. Mahcsh Industries 
69, Brahmpuri, Delhi Road, Merrut City: — • 

(i) P/S/1687961 Dt. 27-5-71 for Rs. 2,500 

(ii) P/S/1687962 Dt. 27-3-71 for Rs. 1,250 

(iil) P/S/1 687963 Dt, 27-5-71 for Rs. 1,250 

(iv) P/S/1752823 Dt. 6-9-71 for Rs. 1,250 

(v) P/S/1752723 Dt. 6-9-71 for Rs. 1,250 

(vi) P/S/1752724 Dt. 6-9-71 for Rs. 1,250. 

2. Thereafter a show cause notice no: ENF. H(231)/1971/ 
KAN/10/14 & 15 dated 18th Dec. 1972 was issued to them 
asking to show cause within fifteen days of the date of 
receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that the Director of 
Industries U.P, has reported that their factory is closed. 
They were also given 18th Jan. 1973 for personal hearing 
of their matter. 

(3) No reply to the said show cause notice has so far 
been received and the stipulated period for reply has ex- 
pired, 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has ovome to the conclusion that the said M/s. Mahesh 
Industries, 69 Brahmpuri Delhi Road, Meerut City had 
actually closed down and the licences will not setve the 
curpose for which they were issued, 
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(5) Having regard what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffect- 
ive. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub clause (cc) of the Im- 
ports (Control) order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended, 
hereby cancels the licences Nos. P/S/1687961 Dt. 27-5-71 
for Rs. 2,500/-, P/S/1687962 Dt. 27-5-71 for Rs. 1,250/-, 
P/S/1687963 Dt, 27-5-71 for Rs, 1,250/-, P/S/1752722 
Dt, 6-9-71 for Rs. 2,500/- P/S/1752723 Dt. 6-9-71 for 

Rs. 1,250/-, P/S/1752724 Dt. 6-9-71 for Rs. 1,250/- issued 
of M/s. Mahesh Industries, 69 Brahmpuri Delhi Road, 
Meerut City. 

[No. ENF. 11(231)/) 97 1/KAN] 




TPOTf, 1 4 ^T, 1973 

tit. WT. 3 61 4. — SFPsfr 5ffel9 ftpftfet fwift® ’FT'lftffff, 
1 20/ 1 4, 1TWT9 999 TTff’JT ftt pftfrt fftrtT ft ftpstfep 
3TTrffinf7 (ftfe, TRIP*! ftftf ft 31T4Tff % fftft fftwrfftlfe 'rtuftff 
fftft 9ft 4 : — 


( t ) ft 1 G 5 48 5 9, 

(2) ftl/tr^T/ 1654860 

(3) 1 6S789S 

(4) ftf/ffff/ 1687 899 

(5) ftf/tpq/ 1687 900 

(6) ftt/mr/ 1688 1 53 

(7) 'ff/ffff/l6 8St54 
($) 'fl/'Iff/ 1688155 


fnrT a-7-70 

*0 25,000 

f99tT 8-7-7 0 

t(o 2 5,000 

fftrinr 30-4-7 1 

5o 1 8, 11 0 

ftprir 30 - 4-71 

ti 0 9 , 0 5 5 

few 30-4-71 

9,055 

ferbF 5-6-7 1 

>io 19,500 

fefct 5-6-71 

9o 9,7 50 

fefT 5-6-71 

9,75 0 


Hqhft 5— 6—71 tjRT 9,7505o, 'fr/t^'T/ 1 6 8815 5 fetr 5-G-71 
t{59 9,7 50 ftt ffTI gTTT ! fR9T | I 

[9W : 1 2 5/TTT / 7 2/^T] 


ORDER 

[Kanpur, the 14th June, 1973 

S.O. 3614. — The following licences for the import of Syn- 
thetic Resins Organic Pigments, Dyes Intermediate of per- 
missible types were issued to M/s, Indian Synthetic and 
Filament Corporation, 120/14, Lajpat Nagar, Kanpur-5. 

(1) P/S/1654859 dated 8-7-70 for Rs. 25,000/- 

(2) P/S/1654860 dated 8-7-70 for Rs. 25,000/- 

(3) P/S/ 1687898 dated 30-4-71 for Rs. 18,110/- 

(4) P/S/1687899 dated 30-4-71 for Rs. 9,055/- 

(5) P/S/ 1687900 dated 30-4-71 for Rs. 9,055/- 

(6) P/S/1688153 doted 5-6-71 for Rs. 19,500/- 

(7) P/S/1688154 dated 5-6-71 for Rs. 9,750/- 

(8) P /S/1688155 dated 5-6-71 for Rs. 9,750/- 

(2) Thereafter a show cause notice No. 125/Kan/72/ 
Euf/10412 & 13 dated 16th Dec. 1972 was issued to them 
asking to show cause within fifteen days of the date of re- 
ceipt of notice as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that the Director 
of Industries, U.P., has informed that their factory has 
closed. They were also given 19lh Jan. 1973 for per- 
sonal hearing of their matter. 

(3) No reply to the said show cause notice has so far 
been received and the stipulated period for reply has expired. 

(4) The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Indian 
Synthetic and Filament Corporation, 120/14, J .ajpat Nagar, 
Kanpur-5 had actually closed down and the licences will 
not serve the purpose for which they were issued. 


2. 99T5T9T9 t[T 9TW tpTTCff (1/99T ifel 1 25/799/ 72/lJW I 
10412 99T 13 1®?) gft vyrCt ftt qf ftt fft 49739 99Pftt q/99T ft) 
ttw) % is feT % arcirti fft 39 ft mu it Ttft) fftft np 

ft) *tfi 9 7? VK ftqr 9T9T xflT 

t;tr stTHrt tt. fft sfer few, ^ 'ffo ft 9 ^ qrtprr £ fft ^3949 
7TWT9T R TO I I Tftf 3199 9rfe ftsqlwTff tprtftf ftfftft 
ft) 19 9947) 1973 49 fe IW 99T 41 I 

3 . 39799 99901 tRTrtft g49T ft ffe 9«ff 4T ft)f 997 

tfT c 9 9?/f f-tT £ tfrr T9T9 ftft ft ffe ffftrfftff aprftr 49F9 fl 

9 ft) ft i 

4. 9 93/38 pit)) ft rtmftr 9ft w-Tr-fftfft irN" 477 ft) ft RVt rt 

yfellR 99 Tj4T ft fVttftsff yl r V3 3 ftrtftfssfi t>T f-t, -a 1 99 7 , | ftftm H , 
120/l 4, 5999/> 5 ft 9T99TX ft TrtTTPTT 9W 999 felT 4T 

ft)9 ftrtr ft) l jfft ft fftft tnrfttt fe) fftft 9ft ft 9ft ft 
^9T fe feft I 

5. gft ft) ftfwrcfr ft ftr <t>® ft) 49191 put ft ®ft Rnr ft 

97jft ijft 3TEftfFlT«Tf) ft fT fftWtfftf riUfttl T? SrtrtTT 

af^qt ¥9 ft apriTTfftr Ifttft Ttft TTfftft I Wfftft, 3tsft^99Ttfffr 
rpgt ftfttfftff 3TPTPT (fftrsor) snftvr, 1955 fftrir 7 - 12-1955 
7ft OT9T 9 3W9T (fttftt) ft at=rtftq srfKTKt 99 tpfpt 
T99 jft TH/ftt fto ftf/nff/ 1 654S59, fftffPfl, K-7-70 
rjFT 25,000 9ft/ff9t/ 1 6 5 4 8 6 0, fftffftp 8-7-70 

1^59 2 5,000 tto Tt/fftt/ 1 687898 fftfftT 30-4-71 JJ99 

1 8. 1 1 0 o q f/rrJt/ 10 87899 fftfftT 3 0- 4- 7 1 ffrtT 9, 0 5 5 fr/nrt/ 
168S153 Etffpp 5-6-71 JTRT 19,500 9», ftt/fttt / 1 688 1 5 4 


(5) Having regard to what has been said in the preced- 
ing paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the lieonces 
in question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffec- 
tive. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers vest- 
ed in him under clause 9 sub clause (cc) of the Imports 
(Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended, hereby 
cancels the licences Nos. P/S/1654859 dated 8-7-1970 for Rs. 
25,000/-, P/S/1654860 dt. 8-7-70 for Rs. 25,000/-, P|S] 
1687898 dt. 30-4-71 for Rs. 18,110/-, P/S/1687899 dt. 

30-4-71 for Rs. 9,055/-, P/S/1687900 dt. 30-4-71 for Rs. 
9,055/-, P/S/1688153 dt. 5-6-71 for Rs. 19,500/-, P/S/ 
1688154 dated 5-6-71 for Rs. 9,750, P/S/ 1688155 dt. 5-6-71 
for Rs. 9,750/- issued in favour of M/s. Indian Synthetic 
and Filament Corporation, 120/14, Lajpatnagar, Kanpur-5. 

TNo, 125 /KAN/72 /ENF] 

PTftvr 

T999T, 30 1973 

79- Wt. 3615- — tPH) tnH"tW ft 0 TSTftt TRTFtWff 

Tife fttfttfftr® ffitrftr, snwwK ftr ftftfftw tM3?r 

qtrt ftJtft'Ft itrfft ft ttPTtff ft fftff 
trnffttt — 

(1) ftr/tpr/ 2674 147 fftfftip 31-3-72 ^59 43,435 

( 2 ) 'tr/tT9/26 73S7 5 fftffftF 17-3-72^59 10,1695o 

2- ffqr 79339 9' Itql ft 1 - 1 143/999/ 1 972/ 

13929, fft9f>P 27-3-1973 9? 'Jtjft 99X1 ftt 9^ ftt fft 
9TP9 qnxfr ^979 ft) TTTft) ft 1 5 f^ftf ft 79P9 

fft 99 ft 9T9 ft 5Trift fftT 9TT 5TT?ftftf ftt 9tft 9 9tT 
fftrr 5TT9T 9Tffttr tfk 3^ pt stm ITT TT fft, ft fftrtrrfftwr 
31 o trn^ fftff 99 ft 1 rrprft ft ftrtff ft ^9- 

ft fftft 2 1-4-73 99 fft9 'ftf fftgT W <TT I 
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3. ftp toff Fifal g/fir % fan 4fa fft fet F#f 

jut | *rk if 4 fan fat/rfer fff , jff 4r $ 1 'Haft 

u/ufm 4 a fetfftfr 4r wt 3 f 41 4rff sqfa tf fftff 

4 fa". l-lf'.' l ’' M*T ti ’-ii-t.F T 4 IF" : fa AJ r I> £ I 

4 . F»ifaFTTCiTl 4 ftff 41 ffJ Fifa irfa fttt 41 ft tflr 
^f FfwF tt fjfi | fa f##! rrqTFTF ^fafa 4<> F£FirsrTF 
4 IwrrHtF ft 5 #f ftr-anfAfw sttt fff fag £ fIt ff 

if; cftF FFF FFTF 4 falT 5 ® 'iff F?;t FTgFT |, FrfJF FFT M 

fft sqfa iF F gFFT$ 4 far FrFnFFr 41 t t 

5 . g# 14 11417141 4 4t 555 41 srri nr far sftf 4 
7734 5 ^ sfafaFTTeFTf 4g^ | fa fawiflF Ftfafa wait 
FFFFTFF 4 FFFTfar fan; tsttA Frfai I r'F faff, FtTITF’TraTr 
FIT Ffafair FFTTF (ffafaF) FT#F, 195 5 4ft uttt u tf-ethtt 

(41 41) 4 ffetf fftt FfimTT it airi ft Ffa-rl fftptf 
^ fafa 4,o, fri41 irnatyTTri ^fjs, Fmfaj ®FfeFr, ^f^etti 
4t nrfl fan; 14 FfaFF 4® fI/tet / 21174 147 faifa 31 . 3 . 7-2 
1JFT 43,435 ’Jo F4T 41/1^/26 7 387 5 faFTF 17-3.72 ffFT 
10,169 To 4t c,fl! 3TTT T^ FTTFT % 1 

[4o 1 1 3 /tof/ 1 9 7 2,fafa| 

ORDER 

Kanpur, the 30th July, 1973 

S.O. 3615. — The following licences for the import of 
Mechanical , Seamless Alloy Tubing, Ball bearings etc. were 
issued to M/s. Aircon Engineering Co., Laxmi Corporation 
Estate, Opp, Chakudia Mahadev, Ahmedabad:— 

1. P/M/2674147 dated 31-3-72 for Rs. 43,435/- 

2. P/M/2673875 dated 17-3-72 for Rs. 10,169/- 

2. Thereafter a shoo/ cause notice No. 143 /Kan/ 1972/ 
Enf/ 13929, dated 27-3 -1973 was issued to them asking to 
show cause within fifteen days of the date of receipt of 
notice as to why the said licence in their favour should not be 
be cancelled on the ground that they were obtain through 
misrepresentation. They were also given 21-4-73 for pei- 
sonal hearing of their matter. 

3. No reply to the above said show cause notice has been 
received and the time stipulated for the same has expired 
No one on behalf of the above said M/s. Aircon Engg. 
Co., Ahmedabad has also turned up for personal hearing 
•un the date lixed for the purpose, 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the mailer 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s, Aircon 
Hngg. Co., Ahmedabad have obtained the licences in ques- 
tion through misrepresentation and have avoided (he reply 
and personal healing as they have no defence to urge. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in t he preceding 

paragraphs the undersigned is satisfided that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered in 
effective. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the Imports 
(Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended, hereby 
cancels the licences No. P/M/2674147 dated 31-3-72 for 
Rs. 43,435/- & P/M/2673875 dated 17-3-72 fm- 

IEs. 10,169/- issued in favour of M/s. Aircon Engineer- 
ing Co., Laxmi Corporation Estate, Opp, Chakudia Mahu- 
dev, Ahmedabad. 

INo. 143/KAN/I972/ENI] 


TO Tt 

Tt WT. 3 6 1 6 — f44T ^-4 HUM -I FTTIT H 9/ 20 8, FFT FTt, W 
4l #fasF 4 ffarfa 4 fa# 2 1 0 tffafa FFT ^F% FffarT % srWtfFFT 
HI5FH g/T 4 tTlFTF 4 fa# tFRfaffjF Ftfafa FT#! fa# F# # 

1. F#/ff/ 1 755376, ifaffa 18-2-1972 F7FT 6,000 FF# I 

2. f4/ff/ 1755377, fcFfa 1 8-2-1 972 FFF 6,000 TF# I 

2. TEFUFTF T#) FIT F7T7TF 3TTT TJFFT #AFT l 6 y/TET/ 7 2/ 

VFj/l 5 39 fanfa 2 7 1973FI gpjff Flff 4t F^ Ft fl, 

FFT’F IFWt giFT 41 FTF## # 15 fafft 4 ’41 FT FTPF IFF# fa 

FF#T FUT F TSllfl fa# F# FF#FF FTt.##! 4l F#f F 7^ ITT t#FT 
F7FT Ftf^# xffa TF HWR FT fa FF% FTF #falF F^FTF 
4 fan fa FTF 4 fa F ‘FTFVFFT FFTF F^r / I 4 of FFIT FTFF 4 
F T FTff F ’FlWTF gFFI^ 4 fa# 2 1-7-1 973 TT fafa 41 F^' FT I 

3- THFtjlF TTTW FFTtn gFFT 4 ^ftT # F# f #l ^RTFTTTFvr 
FTTIFF 89/208, FFT F?l, TTFFTI # FFF FiF flFfa 4 FtT, 1973 
iT Ffrlffar faff! FT fa # FTlfF^F 4 tTF]F 41 FFTH| 

(T# FT# Ffa Tel# 4 faFl’F F F# gtT # xffa TSfaf# EFflFFF 
iJFFTt 4 FlTTF F 4 4TF IT 3F flFT FT I 

4. FFT/FTraTl F F1FF 41 'FFl-FTfa FTF TTFT | F#T t;f 
F fluiTF FT FJFT ^ fa F##f 5FTTFW-T FtSFTF 8 9/ 2 OS, Ffa 
FTl , FFTJT 4 FRT tf?IF T3FqT4 4 fFFTF 4 fa# RTFTOFT 
fbUf f?1 | 4Vt faiF Tr^FFF# gf# 4 fMr fuftf drV M 

F# # # FF i JTT F#1 ft/# I 

5, F# 41 FtfTIT F 4r 5® FrTTFT FFT I FF K1TF F Tt?F 
HFtfFcTTlUTl FgtS I fa flFFTFlF F1TFF T?' FFFT F-FFl' wir 
F ITF'FT faF flfa FT# Flfifa I IF fa#' F’FfaFTTSTTl FFTFlflfaF 
TTTFTF (ffafaF) wfaF, 1 9 5 5 4f aTTT 9 FF-SIITT (FlFl) 4 
4 ‘TFFFF FFrT Ftfei + I <)’ FFT FFTF IT F# 1 -#! ^FtfafaFFT FITFTF 
8 9/208, FTF Ffl, FTF’JT TT Fp 4 fa# F# FT?FF FFFT Fl/t'F/ 
1755370, fanfa 1 8-2-1 972 FFT 6,000 FF# FFT Fl/lFT/ 
1755377, fa’ffa 18-2-1972 FT-F 6,000 TF# 41 FF55TTT T^ 
FTFT | l 

[lT« 1H9/FFF/72/4FB] 

ORDER 

S.O. 3616. — The following licences for the import of 
Industrial Nylon Yarn of 2JU Deniers & above for the Mfrs. 
of Belting were issued to M/s. International Products 
89/208, Bansmand'. Kanpur; — 

1. P/S/1755376 dl. 18-2-1972 for Rs. 6000. 

2. P/S/1755377 dt. 18-2-1972 for Rs, 6000. 

2. Thercaller a Show cause notice No. 169/KAN/72/ 
ENE/1539 dated the 27th April, 1973 was issued to them 
asking to show cause within liiteen days of the date of 
receipt of notice as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that they do not 
possess the machinery required for the manufacture of the 
product Belting. They were also given personal hearing of 
theii mallei on 2 1 -7- 1 973 as per their request. 

3. In response to the aforesaid show cause notice M/s. 
international Products 89/208, Bansmandi, Kanpur vide 
their letter ill. the 4th May, 1973 stated that they were en- 
gaged in the manufacturing of Stores to be supplied to 
Ordinance Parachute Factory and emphasised on the same 
point at the time of personal hearing. 
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4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s. Inter- 
national Products, 89/208, Bansmandi, Kanpur do not pos- 
ses the machine required for manufacture of the Product 
Belting & the licences in question will not serve the purpose 
for which they were issued. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the lienees in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered in- 
effective. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub clause (cc) of the imports 
(Control) order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended hereby 
cancels the licences Nos. P/S/1755376 dt, 18-2-1972 for 
Rs. 6000 & P/ S/1755377 dt. 18-2-1972 for Rs. 6000 
issued in favour of M/s. International Products, 89/208. 
Tansmandi, Kanpur. 


ffRffTiff cfPTfffa, far? fas fas, rffTS (41, TifwTT tyyrr, ffTfaffT- 
ffTff Tt fa '$) T ffPT if 3TTfa faff fa faffT: fa/fa / 


1056026, ffafa 5- 

10 - 1970 ^ 167 i:i qqq 

, fa/urr/ 1 6 5 6 0 2 7 

ffafa 5-10-1970 


3 9 4 y 6 0 


fa/hff/ 1 6 5 6 0 2 8, 

fafaqr 5-10-1970 

, ^ 

441 *>79 


qf/ffff / 1 6 8 5 9 3 8, 

ffatT 11-3-197] 

Tjfa^r 

:i H 9 2 7 


Tt/'JTf; 1 6 8 5 9 3 9, 

faT 

T 

T 


1946 3 


qf/nrt/ 1 6 8 5 9 4 0, 

faff (t tt-:t-i97t 

TffT 1 9 16 2 fa 

ffffff SRT T? TTffT % l 


[fa ^-2/(3 5)/ 197 I /faff] 

ORDER 


[No. 169/KAN/72/ENF1 

tre.ren. 30 j 7 . — -jjAmt ffrqqff uiffaATTTr tfawfaR qfa, fat-? 

etc fa?, srj? ( -ii, tjffesrr tsriT fafaurFr q? fa) fa ncr- 
fafewr, faffaftr?! TTr iq? fa<T? falfauf =p vtpttt % fan, 
(unfa fact OTITff ffirfar ffaf ’TP fa — 

To 

(l) qTo/p*T»/ 1 65 ( 5026 , ffaFIt 5 - 10-1970 ffeT 467 1 3 


(2) iff e/irq 0 / 165 6027, fffa „ 391900 

(:») fao/iTffo/ 1656028, 4ft „ 4 11679 

( i) qVo/tTtro/ | 6H593S, ffatffT 11-3-1971 ,, 38927 

( 5 ) 'ffo/ptr/ 1685939, faf „ 19463 

(«) fao/rrffo/ 1 685940, ^ „ 1 9463 

2. TT7TTT ITT ffffTOT ffRTfa 'JffffT fail : VT-(35 )/ 
197 l/ffffff/3528, ff'Tf 3539, ffatT 30-7-1971 TS fp 


Trrft fa faf fa ft; trut Tffrfa ^ffr fa qTfat % str faff 

T 1 5 ffaff T wfTFTT 'f'fTur arfTTTf fa Tff% ffTff ff Rtfa ffat fa 
grip? Rrfafa fa far ? tt ffar Riffr ffnffa far far 
vr sntrrr q? fa am unfa farm? t tornr-iR farfa 2 - 3-1973 

q? amjTffT ffTffTfffa fa' qr-Rp fffa fa-TT ffTT *TT faff fal- 
fTffTIfffa ff ttfa TKfa IT fattTPT faPf 4T fa Tiffa fawn 
fffffqiq sTTj 5TT fah qn; if I fa’ T(TW ffffffa ’Jfffff ffff qTfffa 
fr 1 5 ffaf t faff? faff qrfa t faq if aq-farm g/urnf % 
fair fa ap-tm Hut w «rr i 

3- ffTfa EfTTTTr ffffTfa rj/ffffT % far ff rtf far TR? fa 
qn-ff -^arr $ fa? ff fa fa-S rsirfar famff qfffa % fat am 
£ 1 

_ 4. tfaT/TffTffr-T UT fat fa vfat fafff faff qrr fa )r far yq 

qf'faq qs qfar $ fa qrt-jrfaT ntffar^nM fanTrfe q# 

if fq'CUT f-1^T4 4Tn Fttfa’T Ml hi fat t tffa Cfa "3 far qiTp 

3fTt q-rrq lr fat qrs fa titit rfar t Tfafa %’q 

T 4h I r l I 4,1 UT fa t I 

5 - (ft fa TfaTTfar t rq't f.q; fa qTRrr mrr t far etr- 
t wt jit srtffafqnifa S fa fairnrfaT mrtir t? yvnT 
3f ; T-ir Th t wuifaq fat qrfa TTfaf i Trrfat, 

ifTT tfaflPT aurr'f ( ffappir ) STRUT, 1 9 5 5 fa STITT 9 fa' TTUtTr 
(fafa) % 3 TTFPT=T PTR faftTfaf TT qfaTT ifafa sriRTTf rrfa- 


S.o. 3617 . — Ihe following licences for the import of Ball 
Bearings, Cylindrical & Taper Roller Bearings etc. were issued 
to M/s. Tron Agricultural implements Works, Old Meerut 
Road, Hapur (also at 41, Mohalla Chatta, Cjhaziabad). 

(i) P/S/1656026 D(. 5-10-1970 for Rs. 46713/- 

(h) P/S/1656027 Dl, 5-10-1970 for Rs. 39,4960/- 

(iii ) P/S/ 1656028 Dt. 5-10-1970 form Rs. 441679/- 

(iv) P/S/ 1 685938 Dl. 11-3-1971 for Rs. 38927/- 

(v) P/S/1685939 Dt. 11-3-1971 for Rs. 19463/- 

(vi) P/S/1685940 Dt. 11-3-1971 for Rs. 1.9463/- 

(2) Thereafter a Show Cause notice No. Hnl. 11(35)/ 
197) /KAN/352K & 3539 dated 30-7-1971 was issued to them 
asking to show cause within liftccn days of the date of re- 
ceipt of notice as to why the said licences in their favour 

should not be cancelled on the ground that they had not fur- 
nished the documents forming the basis of their Chartered 
Accountant's Certificate dated 2-3-1971 and the undersigned 
had the reasons to believe that the licences were obtained 
by misrepresentation. They were also given an opportunity 
feu personal hearing of their mat'er within 15 days of the date 
of receipt of the show cause notice. 


(3) Neither any reply to the said show cause notice has 
been received so far not lias any one turned up for personal 
hearing. 

(4) I he undersigned has carefully considered Ihe matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/s Iron 
Agricultural Implements Works have obtained licences by 
misrepresentation and tunc avoided a reply as they have 
no defence to urge. 


(5) Mavin;: regard to what has been said in the proe.ee J- 
iii g paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences 
in question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered in- 
effective. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers 
vested in him under clause 9 sub clause (a) of the imports 
(Control) order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, ;-.s amended, hereby 
cancels the licences No's P/S/1656026 Dr. 5-10-1970 for Rs 
46.713; P/S/1656027 Dt. 5-10-1970 for Rs. 3,49.960; P/S/ 
1656028 Dt. 5-10-1970 for Rs. 4,41,679; P/S/168593K Dt. 
11-3-1971 for Rs. 38,927; P/S/1685939 Dt. 11-3-1971 

for Rs. 19,463/-; P /S/1685940 Dt. 11-3-1971 for Rs. 
19463 P/S/1685940 dated 11-3-1971 for Rs. 19463 issued 
in favour of M/s. Bon Agricultural Implements Works, Old 
Meerut Road, Hapur (also at 41 , Mohalla Chatta, Ghaziabad). 

[No. ENT. II (35) /1971 /KAN/I 
TiTTr, :n sRtrf, ih 7.1 

wtt. wr. ;ioi8 --q4fa far-T ifaffaTR fafaf^-Jt, :>G2, T j nr 

TPT fa's fa FTPRT. rtfit, dtp? farW, fafaT j'TT fri far fasn 
farfaff 't 4 TT 7 TT sfr fair ffafffbrffar wfafa R[fa f^T RT ‘if - 


1. qf/mr/ 1 8560(1 1, 


Ufa! f-o 1 , 0 s. 00(1 


fariat 7-10-70 
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2. 'ft/qrr/ 16 5 60 62, 

3. ftf/ftT / 1650985, 

4. 'fl/T’T/ 1 G 5 60S 6, 

5. ftt/tfe/l 0569S7, 


ferfir; 7-io-7(i 
ffetT 28-11-70 

DHTEfT 2 8-1 1-70 
fftfet: 28-11-70 


rjm to ],05,ooo 
JJRTo 8,1 1,280 
4,0 5,6 40 
piFo 4,05,6 10 


fej I.rq; ROT afetfe ffelT : VS-2(2S)/ 

471^/4.175 ffefe 5-8-71 ^ ftlfe jft Tnfl qft iff «fl fip ROT 
JTATtfl g^TTf 411 TTfel ft 15 fifet ft: ftfeT ROT JPTTft fe OT% 
•riti it srrft tfe fe Tife-t "itfeftf 4 .t fet t t 7 fen ttptt 

:rrfife ftfe to- aruiR qT fft: fef mfe fero % otot-tt 

ferfe is-3-71 tt arrenffe TRTfeft fe ^ ^ 

4751 TfnT rn ffej % fef fefe it sum fe ft ftk mfife ITffT- 
fe ufet ROTT % rutt qr fitRET R fe ft Rifer 
;jft FRfe fern-pr % jRTT-'fef ft: u| hot fife ir^r ft ft fftw 
ffeqor inj rut ffe fe ft i fef w mm ft fife r~ot ottw> 
g*PTT ft OTT fepfeaT OTT ft: fife fifetfer afetT % fen 
sftjfenrerTt % rt«t RfitFPrt g/pfe % fife fe anrar fen ott «n i 

3. wfet fW TdTftt *JOTT % R# aofe OTT felt* 28-8- 

1971 ft uftfe ferr ^ftfftjRT ft nw-nm n? '41 rtpit 

fe srmfl faffer TfiFT^ - trrqTOTft tpy fe, fefepfe ftr 

ft fe fe *rk feft nrnf/ft >rr44(t srfftftfftT fer % fife qmrft 
fen rut *rr fit: mrft nrfefe fe fe Ktii mfer fen ferfft 
ot^rt FTfef’n fern ffenr arrr tipt -ife ffe fe 4 i Rfeft 
arfe ott 4 arrft fe Jrtrrnrfe otr R^fe qTprferaT feEnfft- 
feer uffe WOTtf twr nrw srfeT ftferr i vn 4 fefer few 
tfeRfefe fe ffefe fe fe ft atqft qw ftnfe 3 - 10-1971 4 
fW fe 4 fefe tW T'tfe+T feSfeV % fftRft fe fe* rf 
t$ 4 feT fe-ET jfe wi srfefefsr w im fe m[l w it sn^r 
fife pfe arrfer 1 w nnfen % fife fe nfe snfe fafenr 
inir fefe ^ fe4 w\ 714^ fe 41 1 3 ;^ nnrn if fefe 
F'4f4^4.T fe (fti feo 14* 6 — 11—1971 ferr imr nr 

ffefe n^ jprrar wr w ir ft: 4 q^r nfe ^fe % 

1 5 fefi % fenr afer nffeifwt fe «f 1 artr it rfefe 

4: nfftfeftr 8 - 12-1971 fe anferon 

% fife nnfferr n 1 4 srfe mn ffefl firm ^ 5 44 l ife fef 

nfe ft 1 wfe %*$ nTg?r 4rfe % fife w nfer m 1 nfeft few 
nTO^fe, f^fel % m ffefe 3 - 2-72 % mn ^fefe 

fen ^4fftj4T?r ^Tifeln ^7 41 nronfe fe 4t 'rferfe nfinii 
^ 4-fe ^ ferrffen fe w nrfer ft- ferfife nfe | fer firfe 
fim 4: surfer nfe irr w nnfe ft fef 'fef nri ¥ 1 

4 . anffemniifl ft rmift fe wfl-fefir nfe <pt ftl ^ fer ??i 
Tffeutr qr q^Tn ^ fir rfeftl ferr stffit^w yqnffe ft fifel 
fern % nrifTfei nfi ftft | fer rrfel fermn % wn-fei 
ft: nf fimn finrm sm w qfer fe 1 1 

5 . fi fe fefemrf ft sfr ^q; fe w | fe sttt ft 
wft jft arftr^mTSTfif ft^Ej fe feqrrr‘ffe mroft wst 
nfeqTsn ft mrrrfftT fife arrft nrf|ft 1 mfife, afefef'rrarl 

W ftfttfftq ™ (fifenn) 5lTft?T 1 95 5, feffe 7-12-1 95 5 451 
urn 9 ST-aro (ftlftl) ft: 3f:qnftimT, aifwfe' <01 feio qrr fefe 
fen n^fftjfen tmfk, 262-fen smr, ftrs fe qnfe feft qft 


niTfe ftW fe/ftff/ 165606 1, ferfe 7-10-70 ^5n 1,05,000 
no Tl/rrn/ 1656062, fft-Tfe 7-10-70 JJTR 1,05,000/ To 
ftl/fer/ 105 6985, ferfe 28-1 1-70 rjFtf 8, 1 1,2 80/-Tfo, ^fl, 
ftll/ 165698G, felfir 28-1 170 4,05,6 10 To, ql/fel/ 

1056787, fftfer 28-1 1-70 4,05,640-To fe 0[H4gni 

t^ mnr 1 1 

[rfeir : ^m-2(2s)/l97l/ t PFr]l 

ORDER 

Kanpur, the 31st July, 1973 

S.O. 3618. — The following licences for (he import of Cop- 
per, Zinc, Ball Bearings, Cylindrical & Taper Roller Bear- 
ings elc. were issued to M/s Eagle Electrical Industries, 262 
Begum Bagh, Merrut. 

1. P/S/ 1656061 dated 7-10-70 for Rs. 1,05,000. 

2. P/S/1656062 dated 7-10-70 for Rs. 1,05,000. 

3. P/S/1656985 dated 28-11-70 for Rs. 8,11,280. 

4. P/S/1656986 dated 28-11-70 for Rs. 4,05,640. 

5. P/S/16J6987 dt. 28-11-70 for Rs. 4,05,640. 

2. Thereafter a Show cause notice No. Enf.ll(28)/1971/ 
KAN/4375 dated 5-8-1971 was issued to them asking to 
show ' cause within fifteen days of the date o£ receipt of 
notice as to why the said licences in their favour should 
not be cancelled on the ground that they had been asked 
to furnish the documents forming the basis of the Chartered 
Accountant’s Certificate dt. 18-3-71 which they hud failed 
to furnish & the undersigned had, therefore, reasons to believe 
that the licences that were obtained against chartered Ac- 
countants certificates hud been obtained by misrepresenta- 
tion. They had also been given an opportunity for personal 
heuring by appearing before the undersigned for the purpose 
within the period stipulated for reply as given in the show 
cause notice, 

3. In reply dt, 28-8-1971 to the above show cause notice 
the said M/S Eagle Electrical Industries said inter cilia that 
they had given their files to M/S Legal Advisers & Co., 
Daryaganj, New Delhi and that they hud been legally ad- 
vised to slate that it would be improper to cancel their 
licences as they were never obtained by misrepresentation, 
They further said in the reply that their legal consultants 
would produce proper proofs & evidence al an early date. 
Subsequently the firm of M/s Legal Advisers, Delhi write 
in their letter dated 3-10-1971 that they were checking (ho 
records of the said M/S Eug!|> Electrical Industries and 
their attorney would soon be appearing for proper repre- 
sentation of the matter, 'they desired a date to be given 
for the purpose. In response lo this a letter dated 6-11-1971 
was sent to the said M/S Engle Electrical Industries to send 
their representatives within fifteen days thereof. Ultimately 
representatives of (he said M/S Eagle Electrical Industries 
appeared for personal hearing on 8-12-1971. They had not 
brought any documents with them and wanted time to pro- 
duce the same. A pari from sending photostat copies to 
two of the licences of Ihc said M/S Eagle Electrical Indus- 
tries under M/s Eagle Advisers, Delhi's letter 3-2-1972, 
which arc not relevant to Ihc matter, no other documents 
have been furnished in this case as far. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the mailer 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/S Eagle 
Electrical Industries have no documents to furnish and have 
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been obtaining licences against Chartered Accountants cer- 
tificates by misrepresentation. 

M/S Eagle Electrical Industries, 

262, Begum Bach Meerut. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffec- 
tive. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers vested 
in him under clause 9 sub clause (a) of the Imports (Con- 
trol) order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, as amended, hereby 
cancels the licences No’s P/S/1656061 dt- 7-10-70 for Rs. 
1,05,000; P/S/1656062 dated 7-10-1970 for Rs. 1,05,000; 
P/S/1656985 dt. 28-11-70 for Rs. 8,11,280; P/S/1656986 dt. 
28-11-70 for Rs. 4,05,640; P/S/1656987 dt. 28-1 1-70 for 
Rs. 4,05,640 issued in favour of M/s. Eagle Electrical In- 
dustries. 2'2-Begum Bagh, Meerut. 

[No. ENF. 11(28) /1 971 /KAN] 

VI. Wi. 3619. — ToFfT fiprrr jsffo Sfio (TTJ? MS 
<TI PtRTAI a AT S PT its Em, in T, fit fit fi J 4 A 4H n tpR 

arr fhar ArfA % atata Ept fAnfafifA atwa 

fsttr tpr (if; — 

1. ’ff/tpr/ 16 5 5 5 2 0, fATTA 28-7-70 tfRT 5295 T° 

2- 'ff/trfr/ 1655521, fAAtA 28-7-70 *JTA 5295 To 

3. Tf/trir/ 1657924, fibBA 30-12-70 ^AT 281061 T° 

4- 'ff/tpr/l 65792 5, fATTA 30-12-70 »}TA 140530 T» 

5- Tf/hA/l 657926, fAATA 30-12-70 tJW 140530 T° 

2 . dr T ^ rrq; "Rf ia art AATtff ^/ht ifw ** 6 - 2 ( 20 ) 

197l/AR/3524, fiFTTA 30-7-1970 A* |JP ATtf 

iff fir wr ffAnff (tw qTAtft % 15 feff % ara 

Afmt fir apt Jr ar) Fat at a PT*%%f At stff 

A Tit AT fAAT 'jII-ii ATf^tf aYt 16 ? *A V I U I T AT fir s-8 
JTAAt JprtATA A WtWt fATTA 20-11-1970 AT APJTfTA 
AH 1 *1 * 1 AT JIAJA ARt % t%T( A^T A0T AT fijpf A AT$A ATA 
Jf TTAAA' t| aYt AAfitTITOTTt At *^Y ATTAt AT fAKATA AT 
fir AAft ffiSTATA % AATAAAf ^ Af ATTT fAA Atf 517*6% 
frptAlfAAAA 5TTT MP-d fAA At] A I AVT % fi-lfi ART 
AfiTtff gyTAT if fiwffTA AAfij % tffiTT ®AfATAA ^Pfri A f%A 
At TfAAT fAAT TAT AT I 

3. An ATTA AATAt ((n n I ATTT if fiARA CYl o 

Ao A SETA TA fAAtA 20-8-1971 if fnn n I 'TtA ATAT%At At 
staja at% i* firrr 25 firtf Tft aaRt Atfit «ft fiRj Tnfr aa 

3 A ate, ci Aft f An 1 1 

4- AUlfJfATSTft ^ ATAA At A%t AtfA ATA ARft ft sftr 
*A AfWH AT AjhAT ?f fir AAA ffOUJA *nfta to % ATTT MTJA 
ATA ^ f%A AY^ ATcTT^nl A*I t Wk tRjrfit fipiAT fAATA ART 
AT*%A ATA fATT A ! 

5. ’jd nt AftAIAT if At At AATAT AAT ^ A% SATA 
if TAt AtftATATWff $ fA fAAAltftA AT*%A T* AAAT 

IFAAT AT if WAAlfAT fit' 1 ’. Aft TTfifif I StlEl 1 -’, Atlla J -ol5TTt 
AAT WlftlA 3TPTTA (fAAVA ) T11%A, 1 955, fifAlA 7-12-1955 


# ART 9 AT-tTRT (iffift) % 3TAAA AAA AfitART AT SAfiT 
ATA Atrtt f^dAA T%R to iTJS Tfl, AtIaATATA At ATff 

Tat at at*#a aatt fit/TA/ 1655520 , f%rtA 28 - 7-70 tpr 
5295 To, At Apr/ 1 6 5 5521, fAAtA 28-7-70 ART 5295 To, 
tt/tpi/ 1 R5 7924 ftAtA 30-12-70 »{RT 2,81,061 To, At/rpr/ 
1657925, fAATA 30-12-70 i(?A 1,40,530 To (ff/tpr/ 1 65 79 2 6 
fivlTA 30-12-70 JJOT 1,40,530 To At PA*3TTr T^ ATAT £ I 

[Tfo **T-2( 20)/l971/AFT] 
ATo ipTo ATAA, AA-AAT fAfpA 

ORDER 

S.O. 3619, — The following licences for the import of Ball 
Bearings; Taper, Cylindrical Spherical & Needle Roller Bear- 
ings etc. were issued to M/s. Hindon Engineering Co., Hapur 
Road, Ghaziabad. 

1. P/S/1655520 dt. 28-7-70 for Rs. 5295/- 

2. P/S/1655521 dt. 28-7-70 for Rs, 5295/- 

3. P/S/1657924 dt. 30-12-70 for Rs. 2,81,061/- 

4. P/S/1657925 dt. 30-12-70 for Rs. 1,40,530/- 

5. P/S/1657926 dt. 30-12-70 for Rs. 1,40,530/- 

2. Thereafter a Show cause notice No. Enf.ll(20) / 1 97 1 / 

KAN/3524 dated 30-7-1970 was issued to them asking to 
show cause within fifteen days of the date of receipt of 

notice as to why the said licences in their favour should not 

be cancelled on the ground that they had been asked to 
furnish the documents forming the basis of Chartered Ac- 
countant’s certificate dated 20-11-1970 which they failed to 
do & the undersigned, therefore, had reasons to believe that 
the licences that were obtained against the Chartered Ac- 
countants certificates had been obtained by misrepresenta- 
tion. They were also afforded an opportunity for personal 
hearng within the period stipulated in the notice for 
reply. 

3. In reply to the above said show cause notice the said 
M/S Hindon Engineering Co., vide their letter dt. 20-8-1971 
asked for 25 days time produce the documents in question 
but have not done so up to this time. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the matter 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/S Hindon 
Engineerings Co., have no documents to furnish and have 
obtained licences by misrepresentation. 

5. Having regard to what has been said in the preceding 
paragraphs the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffec- 
tive. Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers vest- 
ed in him under clause 9 sub clause (a) or the Imports 
(Control) order, 1955 dated 7-12-7955, as amended, hereby 
cancels the licences No’s. P/S/1655520 dt. 28-7-70 for Rs. 
5295; P/S/1655J21 dated 28-7-1970 for Rs. 5295 P/S/ 
1657924 dt. 30-12-70 for Rs. 2,81,061; P/S/165792J dt, 
30 12-70 for Rs. 1,40,530/-; P/S/1657926 dt. 30-12-70 for 
Rs. 1,40,530/- issued in favour of M/S Hindon Engineering 
Co., Hapur Road, Ghaziabad. 

O. N. ANAND, Dy. Chief Controller, 
[No. ENF. II(20)/1971/KAN] 
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iftfltfrRT favTST ffjTTf fWtfTpft 
(wnftu ttotv f?»n) 
feft finTHUT, 197 1 
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3 47 tnr/iTtT- 17 9 5 


1 8 — 47zT duiC o u) 

tin 47 3958 

30-9-1973 ^ WTC FTPeT 

17-9-1969 

f^T o , VTl^^K 

uOT^i 1 fen 4 
•fllf tpr : 916-1966 

ftHW 9-11-1968 


9. 47 rnr/tT5r-2299 


^ iu 47 4 feu i 4 t forr 

tpr 47 1508 

31-8-1973 Wt T*Tf4tT 

31-3-1970 

Ttl 1 , 3 PpTT ♦PIT, 

'Tfftlt— 

r?di<h 25-4-1970 



f4m *rr«iMi 

srrftrri' 10-1970 



10 4) tTq-/trrr-292 5 

47 47 wrror qsrjft, 

*rfff4 47i% JT^'rnrr- 

tTTT 47 2801 

31-8-1973 % *TC PTf% 

18-2-1972 

gfcimar, 

STPTTT (tjo 5To) 

wftpr 1729—1964 

frrbF 14-10-1972 


11. 41 tpr/tnr-295G 

BurT 447f4rft TOT, 

4 WTT id ( rrFPTt 

t(TT 47 887 

15 - 9-1973 $ an* T^rfTpt 

9-3-1972 


f^FT) — 

fed If. 24-3-1973 



tl4TO7a3TT (w) 

226— 1 969 



12. 47 tr<r/ntT_29 57 

” 

4TOTT WTTfT (TTTETOTf 

tpT 47 887 

1 5-9-1973 4; 

9-3-1972 


fTFT) 

1977- 1969 

fcrtT 24-3-1973 


13. 47 trir/rrsr — 3137 

Wtoftt (tfTnrr), 

% Piu, 

— 

31-8-1 973 if 5tm T*44n 

2 3-3-1972 

26 5 TW 4^tjT 77tr, 

^17]- — tT3 : 1908-1968 



^trorrr-53 




14. 4f rrq-/tr?r— 3139 

tf. 47 f*T 4 T?]U TPTTrf 

M 1 d s i 

— 

31-8-1973 % ttTC T«rf4tr 

24-8-1972 

Vo, 47/ 1, 77*', 

PfPtqu *TFFrtr-l 

56 1—1962 



15. 47 tnr/rr^- 3 1 4 i 

¥°, 

TOFtfir TORJ ^PTT — 

31-8-1973 % arra wf4n 

25-8-1972 

3 7— H-tt sif TlT, 

*47 11 1 firiul trt4 944 — - 




^T^rTT— 1 5 

WrftrTT.1015-1958 



1 6 . 47 tnr/t£?r-3i47 

47o 47o OTTOT 'FTjfl, 

toet ^47 trr4 jttt 

— 

31-8-1973 4t am wf% 

30-8-1972 


Pi'riti 8. i4f 4 tpjJtr 




Vl'ltl- 4 ('Jo Jfo) 

47^ 4t 

flTUiU 4)T ^i80t 

500 f447 tPtr 560 

f447 TtTW — 





trrftTTf: 1726—1967 



[4° 4) T*r 47/ 1 3; 1 4 ] 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
(Indian Standards Institution) 

New Delhi, the 12 December, 1973 

S.O. 3620. — Certification Marks Licences, details of which are mentioned in the Schedule given hereafter, have lapsed or their 
renewals deferred : 


SCHEDULE 


SI Licence No. and Name and Address of the Article/Process and the S.O. Number and Remarks 

No. date of Issue Licensee the Relevant IS : date of the Gazette 

Designation Notifying Grant of 

Licence 


12 3 4 5 6 


Licences lapsed 

1 . CM/L-979 Pcriyar Metal Products, Wrought aluminium S. O. 274, dated Renewal was deferred after 

21-12-1964 Industrial Estate, utensils— 23-1-1965 31-12-1972, the licence 

Ettumanoor, Kottayam IS : 21—1959 now stands lapsed after 

(Kerala) that date. 


115 G of 1/73—7 
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1 2 


2. CM/L-1565 
14-11-1967 


3. CM/L-2051 
I4-K-I969 


4. CM/L-2520 
23-1-1971 


5. CM, L-2926 
18-2-1972 

6. CM L-2952 
28-2-1972 


Licence deferred 


7. CM/L-530 
29-4-1963 


8. CM/L-1795 
17-9-1968 


9. CM/L-2299 
31-3-1970 


10, CM/L-2925 
18-2-1972 

11. CM/L-2956 
9-3-1972 


12. CM/L-2957 
9-3-1972 


13. CM/L-31 37 
23-8-1972 


14. CM/L-31 39 
24-8-1972 


15. CM/L-3141 
25-8-1972 


16 CM/L-3147 
30-8-1972 
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Rajasthan Cables Industrie') 
Pvt. Limited, Heavy indus- 
trial Area, Kota-3 
(Rajasthan) 


PVC insulated cables S.O. 4568 da*ed 
with aluminium con- 23-12-1967 
doctors, 250,440 volts 
& 650/ 1 100 volts grade, 
single core unsheathed 
and PVC sheathed — 

IS ■ 694(Pari It) -1964 


Punjab Dairy Development Milk powdei (whole S. O. 3930, duted 
Corpn. Ltd., 1560, Sector and skim)-- 27-9-1969 

16 D, Chandigarh, (Factory IS ■ 1165 — 1967 
at Verke under the style of 
Milk Plant). 

Sudcrshan Industries, lea-chest metal fittings — S. O. 5028, dated 

UdyogNagar, Tinsukia IS : 10 — 1970 6-11-1971 

(Assam) 


B. C. Iron Foundry, Cast iron rain water pipes - S. O. 2801 dated 
Sultanganj, Agra (U.P.). IS : 1230 -1968 14-10-1972 


Kayan Udyog, 107-A, Rain Tea-chest metal fittings — S, O. 2801, dated 
Dhindcra Street, Calcutta. TS ; 10 — 1970 14-10-1972 


J 0. Norton & Sons Ltd , 50 Flushing cisterns for S O. 1383, dated 
Debendra Chandra Dev water closets and 18-5-1963 

Road, CaleuUa-15 (Office : urinals, 

Stephen House, 4 Dalhousie IS : 774 — 1971 
Square East, Calcutta-1). 

Bhavnagar Vegetable Pro- 18-Litre square tins— S. O. 3958, dated 
ducts Limited, TS : 916 — 1966 9-11-1968 

Bunder Road, Bhavnagui. 


Kapur Timbers, Khajuri Tca-chesi battens S. O. 1508, dated 

Road, Yamuna Nagar, 13:10-1970 25-4-1970 

Distt. Ambala. 


B.C. Iron (Foundry, Sand east iron soil pipes — S. O. 2801 , dated 
Sultanganj, Agra (U.P.). TS : 1729-1964 14-10-1972 

Partap Engineering Works, Structural steel (stan- S.O, 887 dated 

Opp, Railway Station. dard quality") 24-3-197.3 

Malcrkotla (Pb.) TS : 226 — 1969 

Do. Structural steel (ordina- S, O. 887, dated 

ry quality) 24-3-1973 

IS : 1977—1969 

Chemicals (India) 265, Rai Nickel salts for electro- 
Bahadur Road, Calcutta-53. plating - 

IS : 1809—1968 


E. A. G. Minerals Supply Co., BHC — dusting powders 
H/l, Hide Road, Kidderporc, TS : 561—1962 
CaIculla-1. 


Hind Leather Trading Co,, 
37, Dchcndra Chandra Dcy 
Road, Calcutta-15. 


Leather pump buckets 
[made from vegetable 
tanned leather — 

IS : 1015—1956 


B. C. Iron Foundry, Sultanganj, Cast iron manhole covers 
Agra-4 (U.P.). and frames intended 

for the use in drainage 
works, medium duty, 
500 mm and 560 mm 
only — 

IS : 1726—1967 


1895 [Par r II— 


6 


Lapsed after 15-8-1973 


Renewal was deferred after 
15-8-1973, the licence now 
stands lapsed after that 
date. 


Renewal was defciied after 
31-J-1973, the licence now 
stands lapsed after that 
date. 

Lapsed after 31-8-1973 


Renewal was deferred after 
15-3-73 the licence stands 
lapsed after that date. 


Deferred after 31-8-1973. 


Deferred after 30-9-1973. 

Deferred after 31-8-1973. 

Deferred after 31-8-1973. 
Deferred after 15-9-1973. 

Deferred after 15-9-1973. 

Deferred after 31-8-1973. 


Deferred after 31-8-1973, 


Deferred after 31-8-1973. 


Deferred after 31-8-1973. 


[No. CMD/13;14] 
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*tt° wo 3621 . — ppp-ppp tc pprrjp pttpFp pippt pror (srnTW^r Er^) fafppp 1955 E FpFppp 5 E Tprfpfppp ( 1 ) 
% wjprc pfa^fpp famr Trrpr | f : Tr far* prpEt pt-tEI E w#ft wV V 53 EI if fan; %, q to feE pt f : 


HTPFWf 


-TO fan* IT 1 ; PTP'ffP PTpEf El' PPPT EFT fpP TTPPP if ’TOpfe 
PPPT PlV'TW ?.T-T EF FJPPT *311 EF 

fpfp 

1 2 p 


1 . pr^trp; 4 1 - 1 9 5 0 tp-tTpp E Em; E pift E wi prp II 

EtpE EF ferfipfer fepf 2 2 0 ptp ■ 4 0 0 

fepfp 2 h ptp 1 9 5 5 

2 . W&pr: 42 -l 95 t) TP-EtPP E f'T^ PPGTfp, 

EFpE EF fe Ei re 

3 . V f£q;P: 4 3-19 5 0 W-TPPT E felP 

Et fpftrfep 


PTPT EF foPTTO fpPTPT 

3wt p-;pr pFt 


4 

PITT ;|, TFTOj 2, I" TP PTpEf % P4TP TP PT#FP: 4 0- 1 9 7 1 

pp mi «t ,G5S I Et-Efpp Efappppp Er TriEror 4ft fafurfe 
% tfpCp smfipp j (pttt jptFti'p) ppj; fir p$ t 1 toft 

|Ek pppEf % EtpE cT«rr *ptEw tt p m 
IpUT if 37TIPF if!' StETT | Ftp F TP-T1PP 

j totFp E wi tEFftf fF 1 ft tf peep 

if pit EF fprofror EF pf $fE ft 

TrCFT:40~1971 E WJPF PTFP ErfWJT TT 
.%FPTfT fEFT PTir I 


4 , icnflTT 0 5-1 95 0 EP-EtPP E Em; ppt FRF E TOppp 'ATP II Esl »5 3 , S'PsIPS 2 , 
fEpp EF Erfipfs? feptF 2 0 PIP 195 5 if FF WK PF 0 5 0 

fapTF 2 6 PtE 1 955 % TOP% TOpfE* 


5 . tnfpp: 1 5 5 8 - 1 9 G 0 FSpEFf PF EF 
fpfipfej 

6 . pfePF ; 1 5 8 5-1960 fFTO FPrfFF 7 9 

pFf;Ep Et fpftrPr 


7. OT^irpf - 1 5 8 8—1907 FTOPTO PPTFfP 

51 TTP E P^PP TOFTTO rFP "Pffpfvrfe 

(f^tf 3pEFsrt) 

8. Wi r.j;e:3433-1960 'TtP'PT <» Pi 4 PP "pf 

fpftrEp 

9. 3 5 5 1—196 5 ) 

q?r FpFpEs 


PITT T TFSTTO '-TTPII % PTIUP 2, 

foTiV 2 4 fpTPTC I 96 0 E I7P W 2 319 
fTTfT 16 f(HM J , 190 0 % WPPP TPIErT 

'PTPP T TFim PT , T II Wf 3, TTJnJ 2, 
fppfT 10 fpTtpT 190 0 if O.'P Wr 2960 
fTTtr 5 foi h < i96 0 % vrpntp srTrferp 

TO ^ 7 T' 3 PTfl PIP TI 3 , T'TpPp 2 .. 
fepfT 1 9 UPPP 1 9 6 7 Fff TT 2 7 8 9 fapTT 
1 PPPP 1 9 6 7 %' Wpitp p-fplfelp I 

'•TOP ip PIPTO PTP II P3"Tsr 3, PTOTPf 2, 
fepPP 3 0 TPtF 1 96 6 if OPT El 2 2 46 
felPTT 15 1 y 6 g T WcTPP TT.'rfw 

PTPP T 7 T 7 TP?r prp II Fans 3 , PPQTi^ 2 , 

fpprp IS PIT 1967 TT Et 91 3 fpprp 
7 PTT 196 7 E IFPPP PTTfEP 


WtlW: 6 4- 1 9 7 2 tP-WT E pP^ pfepp 
*p?fe pEfEf Et ferfiTfe (p7pr jpEFap) 
E PTRTP % SfTP IP PTTP El TP fepT 
PPT | I 

PTPufrp Ep p Er p'pF E tpE I v\x p 

PPTT PPPtP ,f ?ETT I Ti-Ffprr ip PIP T PE 

qrt fepr ppt ^ i 

mfpp: 2 7 9 6- 19 6 4 P'TPP a) ElfefP, 8 3 

EttSp qvf fEfprfe E pptwp E ptp ^pEt 

Ti? TP fepT PPT jf I : 

E ^P PTPT E WJPTP ^9P E TOTTPP 
PPT PPPTP p ^ftP E TTPP TPPP Tf TO fpPT 

PPT | I 

PP P PTPTP El-PPT TjfpP PP PPTTPPP^T 
PPPTP P gJP E TTPP ^p PTPP Et 7^ TO 
fePT PPT | I 

P^ PW WT^PP: 1 7 4 7- 1 97 2 PTJPTPP EF 

[Pfpfe (ppp, 'JP^CTTP) E PTTPP E 

prp 7^ TO fepT PPT I I 


[Eo EF p,p EF/ 1 3 ; i] 
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S O. 3621. — In pursuance of sub-regulation (1) of Regulation 5 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regu- 
lation, 1955, as amended from time to time, it is, hereby, notified that the Indian Standards, particulars of which'are mentioned in the Sche- 
dule given hereafter, have been cancelled ; 

SCHEDULE 


Si. No. and Title of the Indian Standard S. O. No. and Date of Gazette Notification 

No. Cancelled in which Establishment of the Indian Remarks 

Standard was Notified 


1 


2 


3 


4 


1. IS : 41—1950 Specification for bone black for S. R. O. 658, dated 26 March, 1955 

taaints. published in the Gazette of India, Part 

II, Section 3, datod 26 March, 1955 

2. IS : 42 — 1950 Specification for vegetable black 

for paints. Do. 


3. IS : 43 — 1950 Specification for lamp black for 
paints. 


IS : 40 — 1971 Specification for carbon 
black for paints (Pint Revision) su- 
persedes these and recommends 
the use of carbon black conforming 
^ to IS : 40 — -1971 in the pairt formula 
I tions in place of bone, vegetable and 
I lamp blacks which are neither pro- 
l duced in the country nor consumed 
|_ by the paint industry. 


4 is . 65 — 1Q50 Specification for blanc fixe for Do. 

paints. 


5 IS : 1558 — 1960 Specification for Vapourizing S. O, 2319, dated 16 September 1960 pub- 

0 il lished in the Gazette of India, Part II, 

Section 3-Sub-scction (ii), dated_24 Sep- 
tember, 1960. 

6 IS ' 1585 — 1960 Specification for motor gaso- S. O. 2960, dated 5 December, 1960’pub- 

line 79 octane. lished in the Gazette of India, Part II, 

Section 3-Sub-section (ii), dated 10 Decem- 
ber, 1960. 

7 IS ; 1588 — 1967 Specification for aviation tur- S. O. 2789, dated 4 August, 1967 published 

bine fuels wide cut gasoline type (First Revision), in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3- 
“ Sub-section (ii), dated 19 August, 1967. 


8. IS : 3433—1960 Specification for oil, mineral 
colza. 


S, O. 2246, dated 15 July, 1966 published in 
the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3- 
Sub-scction tii), dated 30 July, 1966. 


Cancelled in view of publication of 
IS : 64-1972 Specification for barium 
sulphate pigments for paints (First 
Revision). 

Cancelled in view of the fact that 
vapourizing oil is neither indigenous- 
ly produced nor used in the country 
at present. 

Cancelled in view of publication of 
IS : 2796-1964 Specification for mo- 
tor gasoline, 83 octane. 


Cancelled in view of the fact that the 
type of fuel specified in this specifi- 
cation was neither produced nor used 
in the country. 

Cancelled in view of the fact that oil, 
mineral colza is neither indigenously 
produced nor used in the country, 
at present. 


9 IS : 3551 — 1965 Specification for pure nitro- S. O. 913, dated 7 March, 1967 published in Cancelled in view of publication of 
' ' (dry). the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3- IS : 1747-1972 Specification for ni- 

K Sub-section (ii), dated 18 March, 1967. trogc n (First Revision). 


[No. CMD/13:7] 

TTo Wo 3622 - — RRR-RRR Tt RRlfttR TOk RTRT RTRT (RRFTR f^f) fRfiTRR 1955 % fTfRRR 5 
[ 1 ) V-jttT T RTT41R RETT RTRT 3T7T Uffu gfRR fa>RI Rlfll ^ fr RKrIr RTRTl % *417 414 4 ftR 4 TT foT ijtt 

t- 


TR PER RR RTR ftR ETRTf iff TOT f*TR t.HIHSI if RTRdlR RETT % fRRftR 3(14 ft-RER 

4k 4l tS'fl 41 RRTl RSRT 4k [rtP«t 

1. TT^rR:2143 196 2 RRT it ^tT T RTTR ^ TTRRR RTR II tans 3, grrapJT 2, Rl( RTRT RRT ftf 3?TT 4 ^ JR % Tfp; 

sp|- faftlfc R$ Rtt 4l fRRtT 31 fkriRT 1962 4 RR 4l 3226 TtR 4 TR MRpTff £ 4k t-H I W 41 tjfe 

q-j^r) fkrfT is rrjrt 1962 % xRpk smbnR 4 41 r%ttt $ rr: *r rtrt 41 t^ tt 

TT fw RRT I I 

2 RT^RR- 37 1 9" 1 96 6 -hH 1 4" JR % Rmv % TH't^ RTR II <a y s 3, TETtytry 2, R^ RTRT RRT ^ f4 T 4 JR 4 RRTT 
i^kl 41 fRftrfk ( ^pRpRR R RftTRtRkr) fRRtT 31 fRRTRT 1966 4 RR 4l 4023 4 TR RRpHd | 4k TRRTR «T?t jfe 

fkrtr 20 i 1966 4 RRVk RTTfitTR 4 41 Rfi£RTT § RR: ^R RTRT Tf TJ TT 

ftRT RRT ^ I 


[Ro Tfl RR f[ 13:7] 
41o RTR ^JTTT, 
RR-RTfTfh^tRT 
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S.o. 3622.— In pursuance of sub-regulation (l) of Regulation 5 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 
1955, as amended from time to time, it is, hereby, notified that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are mentioned in the Schedule 
given hereafter, have been cancelled : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. and Title of the Indian Standards S. O. No. and Date of Gazette Notification in Remarks 

No. Cancelled which Establishment of the Indian Standard 

was Notified 


1. IS : 2143— 1962 Specification for open surface S.O, 3226, dated 18 October, 1962 published Cancelled in view of the fact that 

milk coolers (with tinned copper tubes). in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, open surface milk coolers have been 

sub-section (ii) dated 27 October, 1962. found to be unhygienic and unpopular 

i.i the country. 

2. IS : 3719—1966 Specification for open surface S. 0. 4023, dated 20 December, 1966 published Do. 

milk coolers (with aluminium tubes). in the Gazette of I ndia, Part II, Section 3, 

Sub-section (ii) dated 31 December 1966. 

” (No. CM I.) 13 : 7] 

D. DAS GUPTA, Deputy Director General 


srVr wura it'inw 

fwm) 

fttHfr, 5 fctlWT, 19 73 

WrtatfTo 3 6 2 3. — !TT: H^ l fA -t TH Wl-mFr ( SmiET £ *rfir- 

TfRifmpfa-) trRrfmpr, 1962 ( 1962 3(7 50) STTCT 3 SiaTO 
( i ) % wtfPT mror jrpr % tfn; ■rh'iet ura tfR ffnj 

tfdMu (ffifTftm From) 4ft 47 ° ru ifo 2081 

uRta 5 - 7-73 sra tRTTr ^ k Tftira 

*r Frfhfaxz tjfatfi £ tmpr % 'trfknrn:. »ffr wurnyff f kt Prepf 

ft wr^T ft=rcr srFtrd 4Rfr frr «rqprr wtupt mfa<T 4R fort m 1 

sfk trtt; ttsvtr srrftRtRt % wPsrfmm tiro e 

WJTO ( 1 ) wsfth fRTR >tft fcfhr k tfb % 1 

sflr *mr, 47T: Irafttr top k w ffw tt Petr "trot 

wfa^TT ?t if 'fjftpft Jr 

imPr >r ^Fpfr srfcr tskk 47 Wmrmr ftro ft 1 

4R, 5(7: 347 WfufmET ITTO 6 3WTO ( 1 ) TRT 

tiFpt *61 sprrir 3 , U 6 irttt t(u^si o ^flFra >6 <uf 

^ Ft 3rfst^^?rr ir wsrot *r FrfqfW T 47 ■•jfmn 

if -SMtlFT 47 trfh + 1 * TUfT lattl-l % 4 31 n u Pi 1 [ 

rfd^jTTi kiFw Pdtt 77 tt ^ i 

wTr, mif w trra qff tt uro ( 4 ) sro jrtv vrf<Epif 

»FT ipFltr >frof Jtr (TOfTR pT^VT Ml | ff tPET vjfjRTr ff 

«r nftratR 3 rtr if f4%r ?rrT % jpjrrtr ffr 

tfl T stTftPnt frff qpfpr Jf, ENf qrspjfr fr tm *7 3r, ivr rfmT 

ft gfTVR ft) W UrTk IT pT%T I 

k\ ^ tr Eft ^ rr7 (trj jff cet mthT 1 ci 4 > 

TTOT : J J4Rlfl fwr : ^TO tTEJUtT : hTTR 

tiR train |jrt it trn: nf n 

i tTT7 i 

1 2 3 4 5 

lamra 38 5 0 J 4 8 0 

408 0 08 66 


1 2 3 4 5 


409 

0 

01 

68 

410 

0 

0 3 

3 6 

412 

0 

1 0 

1 2 

413/3 

0 

0 1 

0 0 

4 14/2 

0 

0 3 

1 4 

40l/l2 

0 

1 4 

5 2 

642 

0 

1 1 

12 

6 4 5/'ff 

0 

0 3 

60 

6 45/fr 

0 

07 

32 

627 

0 

05 

06 

626 

0 

1 0 

36 

6 2 4/l 

0 

91 

24 

625 

0 

01 

8 0 

622 

0 

02 

52 

URt 5If : r 

0 

0 2 

20 


0 

02 

34 

706 

0 

00 

20 

738 

0 

09 

42 

7 48/ 1 

0 

00 

70 

747/1 

u 

03 

4 1 

748/2 

0 

00 

10 


[tr° 1201 6/1/7 3-fm tro^ frF^rtr] 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 
(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 5th Deccmebr, 1973 

S.O. 3623, — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals 
(Department of Petroleum) S.O. No. 2081 dated 5-7-1973 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the Right ol User in the lands specified in the sche- 
dule appended to that notification for the purpose of lay- 
ing pipelines ; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section ( 1 ) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government ; 

And further whereas, the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the Power conferred by sub- 
section ( I ) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of uset in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifi- 
cation hereby acquired for laying the pipelines , 

And, further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4 J of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of ves- 
ting in the Central Government vest on this date ol the pub- 
lication of this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Com- 
mission free from all encumbrances, 

SCHPDUI-li 

For line from BEU to BEH (A) to G.G.S. No. 1 
State : Gujarat 


Village 

Nawagam 


nist. 

: Kaira 

Taluka : 

Matar 

S. No. 

Hectare 

Arc 

P. Arc 

385 

408 

0 

0 

14 

08 

80 

66 

409 

0 

01 

68 

410 

0 

03 

36 

412 

413/3 

0 

0 

10 

01 

12 

00 

414/2 

0 

03 

1 4 

401/1 +2 

0 

14 

52 

642 

0 

11 

12 

645 /P 

0 

03 

60 

645/P 

0 

07 

42 

627 

0 

05 

06 

626 

0 

10 

36 

624 1 1 

0 

01 

24 

625 

0 

04 

80 

622 

0 

02 

52 

Khari Canal 

0 

02 

20 

Cart Track 

0 

02 

34 

706 

0 

00 

20 

738 

0 

09 

42 

748/1 

0 

00 

70 

747/1 

7-18/2 

0 

0 

03 

00 

44 

10 


" " [No. 12016/1 /73-L&LI 

tff feeeft 13 1973 

err. air. 3C24 . — (.'yfa 4 

4 3T fro ®FT 3T#D 19112 (1962 *PT 

50) UTTT 3 -dNAJW (1) 4 BlFTf TEEM? 4 
art 1 ! rtept tineEr Trf ^t. air. *f. 

1419 fafsr 3-5-1973 <fTT7T B7W 37T 3i?tE[v-EtT 

pp prarvp rr 4 *wr 4 arfy- 

qpR airf tnsrtT ’farsEf 1 4 sei^et 4 fen? afftfyr 

arrqT stttet vtfrfT te Vq *n tt i 

ariV qff : TRRT TTlfsm^ 4 StM^ETR- ^ WITT 6 
q/f 3V ctTE ( 1 ) ^ aiffEr RTTTR 7) f fctlicf ^ t; i 

3iff Erf: RTTTE 4 fcTIc^ 77 fW 7T7 

7IT7TT aiTW^ElT if TEE-T 2Epf^f 


w/ft-Erf rf- ^TErtE aitiEfTT? srFsfrr qrrtf ttt Weeeet 
Efprq ^ , 

3ET, 3ET: 2RT arfyEEPT qft yET 6 7ft sTTMET (1) 
TTRT Rqw TtNvT 7TT TETET TTTrP §T? 4 ^ 44 T TTEFTR EET- 
T?ET qtWfr TiTsft if P=fi |7f afty-F^RT TREE tf 

Erfafcr*5 37T V/l'PEf *4 7^,7 Pf 7T aiftEffR fiRE ERE 

M y 1 4 TEltvET q) feP? iJo^qui efferV I q.qi vlldl ff 

5f?7, 3TT HT7T 7ft ^TilEl (4) ipTET El'vT qrf*EErf 77 TETpT 
TTTTp p 4^4h TETTR “Epf^T ^ fa H^Elt tP 

7V7p7 qrr arffE.TR qfafa BT777 tf fafaf 4 STTTEr 
NRrffa far ftEET fa, yfa faEfii ^ B/FfT 7ET fa, gTT yfaEr 
4 WRET faf f77 ffi/tfl' fdf^d (fPlT I 

Tmt : MfiMhl tffiTtT, ftpTr 777417: tEft rJ.tfPT/ ,l TFT i 7777E 


4 I n 


^ ^ o IT^ o 
12 ) 


WjRT ywr (eth 


(to) 

Emu 

M'tis t ir 

TT 717 S t/TT # 

1416 (fif'ER) 

0. 01 

0* 40 

146 0 (TffflM) 

0 ,015 

0. 60 

1467 (JPE) 

0 , 0 6 5 

2.6 3 

1 175 (3tE) 

0.0 9 

3. 64 


[Wf 12017/1/73-7^77 tru^ effsET] 

New Delhi, the 13th December, 1973 

S.O. 3624.— Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (De- 
partment of Petroleum) S.O. No. 1419 dated the 3rd May, 
1973 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the Right of User in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification for the purposes of laying pipe- 
lines ; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And, further whereas, the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, Iherefore, in exercise of (he Power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And, further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vest- 
ing in the Central Government vest on this date of the publi- 
cation of this declaration in the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

State : West Bengal District: Burdwau P.S./Thana 


Burdwan 


Village 


Nufangram J. L. 12 


Survey Nos. (Plot Nos.) and description of land 


Extent (area) 


in acres 


1416 (West) 
1460 (South) 
1467 (Middle) 
1475 (North) 


0.01 

0,015 

0.065 

0.09 


0.40 

0.60 

2.63 

3.64 

[No. IS-1 2017/1 /73-L&LJ 
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«FT. SfT. 3025— 7T?T cfTSTT (Vf^rr 71 
FTfiTT ^ srftTTTT SRT 3^f=T) C^T^rarr. l')G2 0 052 77 
50) ^ tTTTT 3 4/1 'o'THTTT (1) 5!? srtfNr TTTTr BTTH 4 
3lf? TTfUFT R71W Efft arftn^HT 77. sfT. TL 
G3R fvriV 15-2-1973 fTT7T ■JlWk 77777 ^ 7T -'jlt'arfrRT 
^Vih 3^^ it ^ffrrarf 3 ) ^rrerfrr ^ 3i?y- 

tin 7ft m i g> 9 ousj *i 1 r- « i-l 7) n i| I ^ *f q) 7 'i ,j 3r; L 7cr 
Trrtt 77 arm snw 717 fcfTT 57 . 

artV iTfT: ErnfrR ^ 77 t'jrr 'rc^ 

7/f mniT (1) w, snfar tett? frrk 1 ^ ; 

arft w: tutt? 7 ) ttm fuifir 77 fcrw ttt 

9) omr pi- uSrTTrr r\ utrt if 

if Twk 77 srfcjTTR arFsffr Trini 77 MkTTr 

t : 

3UT, STcT; 377T arNrfTW tTTTT 0 ft 7PTOT7T (1) 

fTT7T TPErT TlffTT 77 TUrkr TTf ^ sfffr 3TT777 77T^- 

3T7T Tlfifrl TTTrft f 1 TT ^fhl Rr-1 71 t! TfRT -31 if 
fcrfltfcs ^Ff; jf' T^f^fr *7 3ltl-TO7 TIFT 6PFT 

'fraif 7 ? Wtr- t 5 fcni ^rf^fr ^V?n ttut t 

3tfV, \3TT T-1RT Tf} TTtTTTT (4) fnn TT’T TTfR^rf 77 T^fr 
377”# §71 7f#tr ttttt ffl f fr vfrrirf it 

TTTffr 77 3ffT7T7 zfcfh 6TC777 if W^T Elk t) TTfET 
T1T#T rfeT fTW if , TT«f TWTtF 7> J^TT 7TT if. FT yfernrr 
^ jttt'-ift iff grr frktei tt| Erffr ^kr i 

3frr itinr : 'jfwspfr, Fwt : fTf (ifiRTtfl' tttt) 

Jlfrr 77 THT c<tp; fPlT (^T) 77 ffTTTT 

Wfl — " 

7TM Ft, 7 ^ TTT7 

IT, 

1 2 3 4 5 

777T7 (fo TTTFo ltis) 10.15 0.05 2.02 7K7 

1 2 G i 0.25 10,11 TfVFr-'tfvTT 


TTTTJi: (Of 7'To 20 S) 

TTftT ^7 ( f o 7T p 
212 ) 
t5li<sil'1 , jT 
(Ofo 77 1' 102) 


1GS2 0.06 2.4R 5# 

9 48 O.03 1.2 1 tlftTT 

1093 0.0 2 0.81 777-77 

1 587 0.0005 0.20 TrR-’JSf 
529 0.09 3.(M ofifTT 

5 59 0 . 0 fi 2.43 ^ 


[To 1 20 1 7/l/7 3-77T ITT HEtTo] 

ko TTTo 757T, 3177: Trfpf 


S.O. 3625. — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Chemicals (De- 
partment of Petroleum) S.O, No. 638 dated the lJlh February 
1973, under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the Right of User in the lands specified in the 
schedule . appended to that notification for the purpose of 
laying pipelines; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to the 
Government; 

And, further whereas, the Central Government, has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti- 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And, further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (4) of that Section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vest- 
ing in the Centra) Government vest on this date of the 
publication of (his declaration in the Indian Oil Corpora- 
tion Limited free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Polico Station: Dhaniakhali, District : Hooghly (West Bengal) 


Plot No. 


Extent (Area) 


Description of 


Name of Mou/a 

fn acres 

in area 


land 

Bagnan (J. L. 199) 

1035 

0.05 

2.02 

Middle 


1264 

0.25 

10.11 

South-West 

Purandarpur 

1682 

0.06 

2.48 

East 

(J. L. 208) 

948 

0.03 

1 .21 

West 

Bajitpur 

1093 

0,02 

0.81 

North-East 

(J, L. 212) 

1587 

0.005 

0.20 

North-East 

Chotakbanpur 

529 

0.09 

3.64 

West 

(J. L. 192) 

559 

0.06 

2.43 

East 


INo. 1201 7/1 /73-L&IJ 
B. R. BHALLA, Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 
(Railway Board) 

New Delhi, the 1st December, 1973 

S.O. 3626. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 36 of the Indian Electricity Act 1910 
(9 of 1910) the Central Government hereby makes the following 
further amendment to the Notillcation of the Government of 
India (Ministry of Railways) No, 67/Elec/l 12/1 dated 18-7-67 
as amended subsequently vide their Notifications dated 24/ 
31-8-67 and 22-4-72. 


Add the following as item 11 to 14 : 


11. Chief Electrical Engineer, 
Metropolitan Transport 
Project, (Railways), Cal- 
cutta. 

12. Chief Electrical Engineer, 
Western Railway, 

Bombay. 

13. Chief Electrical Engineer, 
Southern Railway, 

Madras. 


14. Chief Electrical Engineer, 
Northern Railway, 

New Delhi. 


All electrical works on land for 
use of Metropolitan Tran- 
sport Project (Railways), 
Calcutta. 

All the electrical works on 
land for use of the Metro- 
politan Transport Pro- 
ject (Railways), Bombay. 

All electrical works on land 
for use of the Metropolitan 
Transport Project (Rail 
ways), Madras. 

All electrical works on land 
for use of the Metropolitan 
Transport Project (Railways), 
in the Elnion Territory of 
Delhi. 


[No. 72/Elec/ 11 2/1] 
K..R. RAMACHANDRAN, for Secy. 


fwrrfijr wH wtrtr mtrwt 

rrf ftwft, 27 RRRTT, 1973 

Wdotno 3627.-— ferft fRATR trfsfrhf, 1 957 ( 1 957 AT 6l) 

qft 3 a5) ( 3 ) % ’a'** (u) $ rtr ufor ra-stat 

( 1 ) SRI RRTT CTfacEfi A7 STRtR ARC) JR, sflx 1IR tpSTOR *£1 

22 tjr 1970 a?t 'trfw^pprr r° at srftnRrR 

R77St JI7 1 RTA7T H'KdTTT f7Rf®T tfk RTATR RRMR % 

rFra «rt atko nl'Tr'TiTTPfr tT, R) 9)0 ^rtatt ttr % 
f4TT rc, Fr.-tt Fartr % rapr % rr ff «r. <41 

I I.RRT RUA RRfiTT T ?AT?*R RATRR ATf ftTtAT 30 fRRTRT, 
1957 Art XTftFJR'Tr Ro 1 2-173/57 WRoiTRoRfo if fRER p-fRiM 
wEtTw RAftHR TTcff $ Tpm: — 

rar <Tftrr(RRT a?t rr 9 Sr rPtFr "stF street tta” % 

% FRTA AT RfHFlRad trHfe SrfRRRTfAR A?) TTTpff, 
- 

RTFr #TP3TW4f" 

[f»To 11011 ( 2 1 )/ 7 2 tjorffoattfo] 
At o ATTT 0 q-mT, SPTT RpAR 

MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 

New Delhi, the 27th November, 1973 

S.O. 3627. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1), read with clause (g) of sub-section (3) of Section 
3 of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 of 1957) and in 
Supersession of this Ministry's notification No. 5-2/69-UD 
dated the 22nd June, 1970, the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri R. Gopalaswamy, Joint Secretary, Ministry 
of Works and Housing, as a member of the Delhi Develop- 
ment Authority in place of Shri P. Prabhakar Rao and 
makes the following further amendment in the notifica- 


tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of Health 
No. 12-173/57-LSG, dated the 30th December. 1957, name- 
ly : — - 

In the said notification, in item 9, for the entry “Shri 
P. Prabhakar Rao”, the following entry shall be substituted. 

namely : — 

“Shri R. Gopalaswamy”. 


[No. K-11011 (21 ) /72-E1DI] 

V. R. IYER, Under Secy. 

Rf fjferit , l 5 (4 fits) (, 1 9 7 3 


VDtn°3628. — R7+,lF(-RRR (WRllwT WfirffrffiRf Rtf tnsrit) 
RfhfTRR, 197 1 ( 1971 AT 40) Wff UTTT 3 3TTT !Wt AtfARRT 

at artr *rriT gn, Mir rtatt, rtot rtatt ^ fRRhR, 

RTRTR 'jfjr RATRTR A7 RfsTTpRAT ATo RTo Ro 307, RRttf 2 8 
ARATf, 19 59 if hrRfRfirT a/Ft RAffiTR Amff mrffT: — 


TAT Rfa^/ART % RTA RTRift if, AR Ro 4 tffT. TRna V 
2 if RRR RAfrijT RrAbeRT % AORTA RiRttl: f-Tr-tf-rfier 


AR RRRT rFt RRfalR RfRfetf RRA. TATfAA At) RTmff , RAfa: — 
4. A^. «ft RRo RRfT, fooft R*T TDRnPa % vffRT %7KtR 


RfPTAt fafa ARTfrART, 
ftfe, rRTR xrfT RRRRT ATfi 
RATAR, a£ ferif I 


RTATT, «fl, RT RR% 5TTT AT RR "ft 
Atfr ft AZ^ AT fRRT RRT RT Rftf- 
RgR fART RRT ATERfAT gfjTT, 1, 
9 1 -dfif, ftF-fl , RTRAt 


rFara i 


[TTo Ro 21012(7)/72-RfR .4] 
RTTo Ao RA%RT, ^R-fR^WTAT RmRT R$R RRT RfRR 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 1973 

S.O. 3628— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occu- 
pants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendments in the notification 
of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Works, 
Housing Supply S.O. No, 307 dated the 28th January, 1959, 
namely : — 

In the Table below the said notification, after Serial No. 4 
and the entries re'ating thereto in columns 1 and 2, the following 
Serial number and the connected entries shall respectively, be 
inserted, namely : — 

4-A Shri M.L. Gupta, Premises known as Fonseca 
Assistant Legal Adviser Hotel, 1, Man Singh Road, 
Ministry of Law, New Delhi, belonging to or 

justice & Company taken on lease or requisiti- 

Aflfaits, New Delhi, oned by or on behalf of (he 

Central Government with the 
Union territory of Delhi, 

[F. No. 21012(7)/72-Pol. IV] 
R.B. SAXENA, 
Deputy Director of Estates and 
ex-officio Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 17th December, 1973 

S.O. 3629.- — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad in the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in rektion to the man- 
agement of Khas Kusunda Colliery of Messrs. Khas 
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Kusunda Coal Company (Private) Limited, Post Office 
Kusunda, District Dhanbad and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 10th December, 
1973. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 40 of 1968 


Present : 

Shii B. S. Tripathi, Presiding Officer. 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Khas 
Kusunda Colliery of M/s. Khas Kusunda Coal 
Co. (P) Limited, P.O. Kusunda, Dist. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen 


Appearances : 

For Employers — Sarvashri P. K, Bose, Advocate and 

S. S. Mukherjec, Director of the Company, 

For Workmen — Shri P. Burman, Vice-President, Mine 
Mazdoor Union, P.O. Sijua, Distt. Dhanbad. 

Industry : Coal Stnfe : Bihar 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 30th November, 1973. 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour & Employment), being 
of the opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Khas Kusunda 
Colliery of M/s. Khas Kusunda Coal Co. (P) Limited, P.O. 
Kusunda, Distt. Dhanbad and their workmen, referred the 
dispute under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial disputes Act, 
1947 to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhan- 
bad by its order No. 2/121 /66-LRII dated the 9th of Septe- 
mber, 1966 for adjudication in respect of the matters 
specified in the schedule annexed thereto. The schedule is 
extracted below : — 


SCHEDULE 

"Whether the workmen, whose names are given in the 
Annexure below, were refused employment by the 
management of the Khas Kusunda Colliery of 
Messrs Khas Kusunda Coal Co. (P) Limited with 
effect from the 29th June, 1965 and from subse- 
quent dates and if so whether the action of the 
management amounts to victimization ? Tf so, to 
what relief arc the workmen entitled 7 

ANNEXURE 


Name Designation 

Z 1 ~ ~ ' ~2 

L Sri Sukan Das Miner 

2. Bhaglu Das „ 

3. Basudeo Das „ 

4. Munshi Das ,, 

5. Jagdish Das „ 

6. Basudeo Das 2 „ 

7. Nanhku Rai „ 

8. Oulak Rasul „ 

9. Shiv Narayan Bhuian „ 

10. Ramdayal Das „ 

1 1 . Raghu Chamar „ 

12. Panchu Chamar wl 

13. Maheshi Bhuian No. 1 „ 

14. Maheshi „ No, 2 ,, 

15. Budheshar Ram ,, 

16. Juman Mian M 

hTG of T/7322g~ ~ ~ ‘ — — - 


Name 

17. Jit Gope 

18. Manku Bhar 

19. Bhuttan Bhar 

20. Sundar Bhar 

21. Dasrath Gope 

22. Bachu Bhar 

23. Fagu Barhi 

24. Sahadeo Barhi 

25. Kailu Barhi 

26. Nanku Barhi 1 

27. Nanku Barhi 2 

28. Bindeshwari Ram 

29. Bhagan Dusadh 

30. Faguni Das 

31. Haru Das 

32. Garo Bhuian 

33. Saukhi Bhuian 

34. Brahmdco Bhuian 

35. Ramchandra Kole 

36. Jagarnath Gope (Ramnath Gope) 

37. Mangal Kolc 

38. Dinu Kolc 

39. Jitan Kole 

40. Ram Bhagan Harijan (Subhaga Harijan) 

41. Ram Lagan Harijan 

42. Faudari Rabidas 

(Ambika Rabidas) 

43. Tileshwar Rabidas 

44. Jagnandan Rabidas 

45. Bhim Bhuian 

46. Arjun Bhuian 

47. Jagdish No.l 

48. Rajo Bhuian 

49. Nandlal Bhian 

50. Gokul Bhuian 
5). Sukhlal „ 

52. Janki „ 

53. Munshi „ 

54. Harkhu „ 

55. Ramdhani No. 3 

56. Dukhit Bhuian 

57. Subhran ,, 

58. Riban 

59. Bula 

60. Nona Bhuian No.l 

61. Chaman Bhuia 

62. Briksha Bhuia 

63. Fulash Bhuia 

64. Bihar Bhuia 

65. Gulabbia Bhuian 

66. Khedan Bhuian No. II 

67. Kamal Bhuian 

68. Dase (Tejan Bhuian) 

69. Garo Bhuian No. 2 

70. Moti Bhuian 

71. Sadu Bhuian 

72. Biran „ No, 2 

73. Biren „ 

74. Kajra Bhuian 

75. Faudi Bhuian 
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Name 

Designation 

Name 





Designation 

76, Sarju Bhutan 

Miner 

’129. Sahadeo Bhuia 11 





Miner 

77. Jhari Bhutan No. 2 

11 

130. Gobardhan Bhuia II 






78. Gendu Bhutan 

11 

131. Ramdas Bhuia 






79. Bifan Bhutan 

80, Tailu Bhutan 

11 

ft 

132. Bhuneshwar Btvia II 

133, Charan Bhuia , 





11 

(Shiba Bhuian) 








81. Prayag Bhutan 


134. Faguni Bhuia . 





M 

82. Budhan Bhuian 


135. Bhiru Bhuia . 





*3 

83. Deoki Bhutan 


136. Mangra Bhuia 





It 

84. Somar Bhutan No. 2 


137. Hiro Bhuia II . 





1} 

85. Deoki Bhuian No.2 


138. Ramna Bhuia II . 





l» 

86. Sukar Bhuian 


139. Moti Bhuia . 





1) 

87. Degan Bhutan 


140. Jago Bhuia 





11 

88. Meghan Bhuian No.? 


141. Lita Bhuia 





II 

89. Sarju Bhuian No.2 


142. Nunu Bhuia . 





}> 

90. Dukhi Bhuian No.2 

91. Shankar Bhuian No.2 

>► 

143. Drarika Bhuia 
(Jagdish) 






(Ishra Bhuian) 


144. Rameshwar Mochi 





II 

92. Shahdeo Bhuian 

M. Sirdar. 

145. Nihuth Gope 





II 

93. Jhari Bhuian No.l 

Miner 

146. Dalsingar Koiri 





1} 

94. Meghan Bhuian No.2 


147. Brijnath Koiri 






95. Dangra Bhutan No.l 


148. Murat Gope 






96. Khcdan Bhuian No.l 


149. Deonandan Rabidas 





11 

97. Chakari Bhuian 

Working M. Sirdar 

150. Sechhoo Koiri 





>1 

98. Desrath Bhuian 

Miner 

151. Mahabir Lohar 





>1 

99. Shyam Lai 


152. KharbharBhar 






100. Hujjat Bhutan 


153. Ramdhani Gope . 





11 

(Sewali Bhuian No.l) 


1 54. Ramlagan Koiri 





11 

101. Kajru Bhuian 


155, Jogeshwar Bhuian . 






(Hiraman Bhuian) 


156. Ramdhani Bhuian . 






102. Amrit Bhuian 
(Titu Bhuian) 

- 

157. KartikKole . 





15 

103. Dodi Bhuian 


158. Pairoo Bhuian 





- 

104. Charna Bhuian 


1 59. Khedan Bhar 





H 

105. Balki Bhuian 


160. Dukhi Bhutan 





11 

106. Nema Bhuian No.2 


161, Baidhani Gope 





► 1 

107. Tejan Mochi 


1 62. Shyam Narayan 





I? 

(Dwarka Mochi) 


163. Dasain Gope 





I' 

108, Banshi Bhuian 


164. TuriBhar 





!» 

109. Tekan Mochi 


165. Jhari Harijan 






110. Bani Mochi 


166. Sukhram Gope 





tl 

111. Pato Mochi 


167. Muklal Harijan 





l» 

112. Budhu Mochi 


168. Budhu Gope 





,, 

113. Bandi Bhutan 


169. Nanhku Rai . 





11 

114. Nageshar Bhuian 


170. Tejo Bhuiyan 





1 1 

115. Niru Bhuian 


171. Bideshi Bhuiyan 





!» 

116. Pokhar Bhuian No.2 


172, Ramdhani Bhuian 2 





,, 

117. Jhari Bhuian 

118. Mohan Bhuian 

11 

. . Miner 

173. Banwari Bhuian 
(Baldeo Bhuian) 






119, Guhi Bhuain 


174. Balgobind Bhuian . 





11 

120. Kailash Bhuian 


175, Budhu Bhuiyan 





11 

(Tilak Bhutan) 


176. Hardayal Bhuiyan . 





Miner 

121. Bishun Bhuian 


177, Chhathhu Bhuiyan 





11 

122. Sewa Bhuian .... 

123. Jogeshwar Bhuian . 

’ • 3J 

178. Haril Bhutan 
(Bhadi Bhuian) 





li 

124. Somar Bhuian 


179. Prasadi Bhuiyan . 





It 

125. Bhuneshwar Bhutan No. 1 


180, Nepali Bhuiyan 





11 

126. Bhuttoo Bhuian 


181, Mangal Das . 





51 

127. Khushi Bhuia 


182. Munshi Das 





55 

128. Sanichar Bhuia 


183. KartikDas . 





ll 

128A. Bhado „ 


184. Roshan Kola 





11 
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Name Designation Name Designation 


185. Thakuri Kole 

186. Ramdhani Bhuiyan 

187. Ganga Bhuiyan II 

188. Jharnan 

189. Gobind Bhuiyan 

190. Moti Bhuiyan 

191. Doman Bhuiyan 

192. Bishun Bhuiyan II . 

193. Gobardhan Bhuiyani I 

194. Jagdish Bhuiyan 

195. Rcwal Bhuiyan 

196. Bhikhar Bhuiyan 

197. Baiju Bhuiyan 

198. Hire Bhuiya No. 2 

199. Sit aram Bhuiya 

200. Ramkeshwar Bhuiyan 

201. Kishan Bhuiyan 

202. Lachhan Bhuiyan . 

203. Panchu Das . 

204. Sangram Kumhar . 

205. Faudar Teli . 

206. Dokta Bhuiyan 

207. Bishnath Gopc 

208. Prasadi Bhuiyan 


209. Amrit Bhuiyan II 

210. Ram Kishan Gope 

211. Budhan Bhuiyan . 

212. Dhanu Das . 

213. Janki Bhuiyan 

214. Chhotan Bhuiyan . 

215. Bhagan Bhuiyan . 

216. Fagoo Bhuiyan 

217. Puna Bhuiyan I 

218. Rambrik9ha Bhuiyan 

219. Budhu Bhuiyan 

220. Chandeswar Singh 

221. Sukar Bhuiyan 

222. Ramkhelawan Chamar 

223. Karo Singh . 

224. Ramphal Tun 

225. Jaikusun Bhuiyan . 

226. Baijnath Bhuiyan . 

227. Ayub Mian . 

228. Puna Bhuian II 

229. Bhuncswar Chamar 

230. Pahlu Turi . 

231. Kali Turi 

232. Ramdhani Bhuiyan 

233. Durga Bhuiyan 

234. Arnbika Bhuiyan .- 

235. Banshi Das . 

236. Mahadeo Bhuiyan . 
(Rantcsh) Bhuiyan. 

237. Sukhdeo Bhuiyan • 

238. Raja Ram 

239. Banshi Bhuiyan 

240. Charan Bhuiyan 


Miner 

Mining Sirdar 
Miner 
*1 

J > 

)* 

JJ 

»■» 

Minor 

n 

jj 

yy 

yy 

jt 


U.G. Tram- 
mel- 

(Hookman) 


JJ 


JJ 


JJ 

»» 

>» 

JJ 

JJ 


J J 

Surface 

Trammer 

► J 


241. Sarban Bhuiyan 

242. Ramdhani Bhuiyan 

243. Sukhdeo Mahato . 

244. Mahabir Bhuiyan . 

245. Ragho Kahar 

246. Shama Bhuiyan 

247. Muneshar Bhuiyan . 

248. Chandu Bhuiyan 

249. Balgobind Bhuiyan 

250. Dhanu Bhuiyan 

251. Mouji Bhuiyan 

252. Ramnandan Das 

253. Bairagi Bhuiyan 

254. Gurucharan Bhuiyan 

255. Bihari Bhuiyan 

256. Babulal Bhuiyan 

257. Shamlal Das 

258. Jagdish Das . 

259. Gopal Bhuiyan 

260. Kashi Bhuiyan II . 

261. Masudan Bhuiyan . 

262. Punia Bhuini 

263. Jelhni Bhuini 

264. Prayag Bhuiyan I . 

265. Tilal Bhuiyan 

266. Mainwa Kainin 

267. Fulia Kamin 

268. Budhan Bhuiyan . 

269. Prayag Bhuiyan II 

270. Bldcshi Bhuiyan . 

271. Daro Bhuiyan 

272. Lachho Bhuiyan . 

273. Bhuneshwar Mahato 

274. Badri Bhuiyan 

275. Nagwa Bhuiyan 

276. Gobardhan Bhuiyan 

277. Jethan Bhuiyan 

278. Raja Ram Bhuiyan 

279. Babulal Bhuiyan II 

280. Nankwa Kamin 

281. Chhotan Bhuiya (Ch.) 

282. Chandeswar Bhuiya 

283. Bandhia Bhuini 

284. Tilu Bhuiya , 

285. Sugia Bhuini 

286. Pabla Bhuini 

287. Jarwa Bhuini 

288. Dhaneshwari 

289. Jodharam 

290. Gayaram 

291. Moti Rcwani 

292. Mangal Bhuia 

293. Jawadali Mian 

294. Jithoo Bhuian 

295. Hiraman Kahar 


Surface 

Trammer 


Kamin 

t> 

Surface 

Trammer 

JJ 

Kamin 

Surface 

Trammer 

JJ 

JJ 

J* 


J> 

JJ 

. Kamin 
Surface 
Trammer 

*J 

Kamin 

Surface 

Trammer 

Kamin 


Bailing 

Mazdoor 

it 

Line Mislry 
Gl. Mazdoor 
Fireman 
Gl. Mazdoor 
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Name 


296. Chhotclal Gope 

297. Ramdhani Nonia 

298. Basir Mian 

299. Kutub Ali 

300. Mahabir Chamar 


301. Doman Mian 

. > n 

302. Jabid Ali ... 

. 

303. Asraf Mian .... 

Fireman 

304. Chaman Rewani 

, . Pump Khalasi 

305. Farid Mian .... 

Balling 

Mazdoor 

306. Sahjad Mian 

. 

307. Karim Mian 

. 

308. Hari Napit .... 

♦ • »» 

309. Mukunda Das 

* • »» 

310. Tulsi Rewani 

• 1 »> 

311. Naslr Mian .... 


312. Baneswar Rewani . 

. Line Mistry 

313. Mohan Barman 

Line Mazdoor 

314. Dasai Mahato 

• • J’ 

315. Shankar Mahato . 


316. Rambilash Nonia . 

„ 

317. JethuBhuiya 

. Bailing 

Mazdoor 

318. Amrit Bhuiya 

Tractor Kr, 


Designation 

Garden 
Mazdoor 
H.E. Khalasi 


2. The reference was received by the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad on the 21st of Septem- 
ber, 1966 and was registered there as reference No. 132 of 
1966. After that as per Order No. 8/25/67-LRII dated 
the 8th of May, 1967 of the Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation, it was transferred to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad where It 
was registered as reference No. 169 of 1967 on the 20th 
May, 1967. The reference was received on transfer in this 
Tribunal on the 26th August, 1968, vide the Ministry’s 
Order No.8/71/68-LRII dated the 13th of August, 1968, 
and was registered here as reference No. 40 of 1968. 


3. The concerned workmen in the present dispute are of 
Khas Kusunda Colliery. They are being represented by Mine 
Mazdoor Union, P.O. Sijua, Dlstt. Dhanbad and the indus- 
trial dispute was sponsored by the said union. The union 
filed written statement on the last of November, 1966 and 
the written statement sent by the employers through post was 
received on the 22nd of December, 1966. A rejoinder to the 
written statement of the employers was filed on behalf of 
the workmen on the 30th of January, 1968. The case made 
out by the workmen in (he written statement is as follows : — 


(a) Before December, 1963 there was no Trade Union 
working at Khas Kusunda Colliery to look after the grievances 
of the workmen. The management of the Colliery were depri- 
ving the workmen of their due wages, bonus and other benefits 
and the workmen were also being harassed by the management 
in as much as their attendance was not being marked and at times 
their thumb marks were being obtained on blank sheets and 
on some registers showing payment, without making pay- 
ment to them. The employers could carry on in this manner 
by intimidating and showing threats of violence to the work- 
men and this they did with the assistance of one Shri 
Kameshwar Call by gracing him with recognition as the 
leader of a Trade Union. The workmen ultimately combined 
together and organised a branch of Mine Mazdoor Union 
at this colliery in December, 1963. The management on the 
Other hand attempted to crush this organization as a result 
of which there was complete stoppage of work in the colliery 
on the 13th & 14th of January, 1964. There was however 
a conciliation proceeding and the dispute was settled on the 
15th of January 1964 with the Union. The management did 
not implement the terms of the settlement arrived at and to 
frustrate the same the management again started to create 
disturbance in the colliery by importing hired gangsters. 


Then, again there was stoppage of work in the colliery on 
the 1'tth & 12th of February, 1964 followed by a strike nonce 
by the Union on the 24th of February, 1964. In the meantime 
the management made more than 100 workmen idle and again 
there was a conciliation proceeding and a settlement was 
arrived at between the Union and the management on the 
7th of March, 1964. On this occasion also the management 
did not carry out the terms of settlement arrived at and 
again the workmen resorted to strike on the 6th or July, 1964. 
On the following day i.e. on the 7th of July, 1964 there 
was a settlement between the management and the Union. 
During all this time Shri Kameshwar Lall and his associates 
continued provocative action to promote violence in the 
colliery. The management being unsuccessful in their attempt 
to crush the workmen, who were pressing their demands 
through the Mine Mazdoor Union, became prepared to 
remove physically by force the workers out of the colliery 
and to replace them by casual workmen employed under 
contract system at much lower rate of wages. With this aim 
in view the management secured the assistance of the Police 
and Magistracy and Shri Kameshwar Tail’s gang was 
reinforced. 

(b) On the 28th June, 1965 at about midnight the manage- 
ment got the flag of Mine Mazdoor Union destroyed and 
removed with the help of gangsters and when the workmen 
saw this in the morning they became agitated. At this time 
Shri Kameshwar Lall with a large number of gangsters came 
to the colliery on the 29th June, 1965 in the morning for the 
purpose of committing riot. They went towards dhawras 
of the workmen and started assaulting them and their_ family 
members indiscriminately. The Police however was inactive 
and were siding with the management, arrested all available 
officers of the Union including its General Secretary, mak- 
ing the field open for the gangsters to drive out all the 
workers and their family members by threats and violence. 
Before the night set in on the 29th June, 1965 all the mem- 
bers of the Union were driven out of the Colliery, their be- 
longings were looted and the dhawras were completely de- 
molished. 


(c) On the 30th June, 1965 the workmen in a body went 
to the office of the Regional Labour Commissioner (Q, Dhan- 
bad and at the intervention of the Conciliation Officer (C), 
Dhanbad and Regional Labour Commissioner Implementation 
(C), Dhanbad, the management agreed to allow the workers 
to resume duty in the colliery. But the management did not 
allow the workmen to enter into the colliery premises from 
the 30th June, 1965 and did not allow to resume work in 
the colliery and severely belaboured those workmen who 
stealthily entered into the colliery and then bodily removed 
them from there. Though the appropriate authorities were 
informed, nothing was done to compel the management to 
employ these workmen, who were illegally victimized. With- 
in a week from the 29th June, 1965 the employers recruited 
a large number of new end casual workers under contract 
system, at much lower rate of wages and thus the manage- 
ment got rid of the permanent workmen who were members 
of the Union. It is alleged further that the management did 
not take any disciplinary proceeding against any workman 
and oven if any proceeding was taken up, the workman had 
no knowledge of it and the disciplinary proceeding, if any, 
was not according to the standing orders and principles of 
industrial justice and no facility was given to the workmen to 
defend themselves in that proceeding, Accordingly it is sub- 
mitted that all the workmen in question are entitled to be re- 
instated with full back wages from tho 29th June, 1965 till 
the actual date they are reinstated. 


•*- ‘UC empiuycrs m meir written statement admit that 
the Mine Mazdoor Union came into existence in this colliery 
towards the end of 1963. They however state that they arc 
not aware if the workmen concerned were the members of 
the said Union. It is alleged that out of 318 workmen men- 
tioned in the schedule of reference, 35 workmen, whose 
names appear in S. Nos, 3, 7/69, 8, 11, 15, 40 41 56 57 
60, 62. 63, 64, 65, 106, lit), 116, 126, 135, 152, 153 159’ 

i 6, ->oi 8 7’ l 96 ’ ? 07 ,’ , 241 ', 26 r 280, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288 
& Z96 ill the schedule of reference, were not working in the 
colhery at any time prior to 29th June, 1965, 4 workmen 
v, z. Si. Nos. 163, 188, 222 & 230 were on leave during the 
said relevant period and after the expiry of leave they did not 
report for duty, 19 workmen, whose names appear against 
SI. Nos. 17, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 34. 134 210 23 236 

246 247, 252, 257 258 298 & 299 in the schedule of refer- 
ence, were charge-sheeted for their riotous and disorderly be- 
haviour committed on 29th June, 1965 and remaining absent 
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without permission or authorised leave for more than 10 days 
and also for leaving the place of work without permission 
which was followed by a departmental enquiry in which the 
concerned workmen were found guilty and the management 
thereafter dismissed them from service by issuing letter of 
dismissal dated the 2nd September, 1965, SI. Nos. 121 & 201 
of the schedule of reference are still working in the colliery 
and 43 workmen, whose names appear against SI. Nos. 47, 57 
61. 66, 76, 84, 88, 90, 96, 104, 111, 119, 121, 122, 124, 
125, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 134, 135, 136, 137/198, 139/ 
70/190, 140, 143, 144, 166, 167, 215, 289, 290, 291, 304, 
306, 310, 313, 314, 315, 316 & 317/294 in the schedule ot 
reference worked on some days in the colliery at the relevant 
time us mentioned in Ext. M-20 and thereafter they left their 
job without information and remaining absent. 

5. The case of the employers further is that a certain 
number of workmen said to be the followers of Mine Maz- 
door Union struck work from the first shift of the 29th June, 
1965 and did not allow other workers to join their duties 
and at about 10 A.M. on the same day a group of followers 
of the said union and a gang of lathials headed by the offi- 
cials of the Union raided the dhawras of some of the peaceful 
workers and assaulted them severely with deadly weapons as 
they refused to join them. As a result of this 7 workers 
were hospitalized, their dhawras were broken and their be- 
longings were looted. The incident was immediately reported 
to the authorities of law and order and as a result of that 
29 workmen and some officials of the Union were arrested 
and criminal cases were instituted against them. The strikers 
did not report for duty though notices were issued oil 
30-6-1965, 1-7-1965, 2-7-1965 & 5-7-1965 asking them to 
come and join. It is said that on account of ihe strike of 
the workmen from the 29th June, 1965 an application to 
declare the same illegal under the Coal Mines Bonus 
Scheme was filed by the management before the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad. The Union called it an 
illegal lockout and filed an application to that effect before 
the Regional Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad. The 
Regional Labour Commissioner by his decision dated the 
17th October, 19c6 held that (here was stoppage of work 
in the colliery by -he workmen from the 29th June, 1965 
which amounted lo strike. He dismissed the workmen's 
petition that it was a lockout. The management submit that 
the workmen mentioned in the schedule of reference were not 
refused employment and they arc not entitled to any rebel. 

6. The workmen in their rejoinder have denied the state- 
ment of the employers in their written statement that 35 
persons out of those mentioned in the schedule of reference 
were not in the service of the colliery. They assert that they 
were employees of the colliery during the relevant period. 
As to the allegation of the management that 4 workmen 
were on leave during the relevant period and did not report 
for duty after the expiry of leave, the workmen state that 
these employees had reported for duty but the management 
did not allow them to join. As to the 19 workmen who 
according to the case of the management were chargcsheoted 
and after departmental enquiry were dismissed from service, 
the allegation of the workmen is that no churgcshcet was 
issued to them nor there was any departmental enquiry and 
that the concerned workmen were not served with dismissal 
order. It is stated lhat the misconduct alleged in the charge- 
sheet was not proved. The workmen in their rejoinder have 
sheet was not proved. The workmen in their rejoinder have 
men out of the list of workmen mentioned in the schedule 
of reference are still in the service in the colliery and that 
43 workmen out of the list joined their work on some dates 
but left work out. of panic. Regarding the statement of the 
employers (hat from first shift of 29-6-63 certain number of 
workmen, said to be the members of Mine Mazdoor Union, 
struck work without giving notice and did not allow other 
peaceful workers to join duties and inspite of notices issued 
asking these workers to join, the allegations of the workmen 
is that owing to large scale disturbance in the colliery in the 
morning of 29-6-65 the firs! shift on that date did not start 
at all and from the second shift the management refused the 
members of the Mine Mazdoor Union from joining duty and 
their was in fact no work in the colliery on that day as the 
management was busy in driving the workers from the col- 
liery and their dhawras and in putting new workmen in their 
place. They have denied the issue of uny notice by the man- 
agement asking them to come and join their duties. Regard- 
ing the case of the management as (o the decision of Regio- 
nal Labour Commissioner, Dhar.bad on management’s appli- 
cation to declare it a case ol strike, the ease of the work- 
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men is that the union applied first on 3-7-65 for a declara- 
tion that it was a case of lockout and thereafter the manage- 
ment filed an application for a finding that it was a strike, 
that the decision of the Regional Labour Commissioner was 
perverse and was challenged in appeal but it could not be 
heard on merits owing to some technical defect and that the 
decision of Regional Labour Commissioner has no inde- 
pendent value. The workmen claim lhat all the concerned 
workmen are members of Mine Mazdoor Union. 

7. In view of the cases of the parties Ihe following points 
arise for determination - 

(1) Whether the workmen named against S. Nos. 3, 

7/169, 8, II. 15, 40. 41, 56, 57, 60, 62, 63, 64, 65, 
106, 110, 1 J 6, 126. 135, 152, 153, 159, 161, 187, 
196, 207, 241, 265, 280, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288 & 
299 of the schedule of reference were employees 
in the colliery in question on 29-6-65 ? 

(2) Whether the workmen, namely, SI. Nos. 121 & 20 1 

of the schedule of reference have been working all 
along '! 

(3) Whether 4 workmen, namely. Si. Nos. 163, 188, 222 

& 230 out of the schedule of reference were on 
leave during the relevant period and after the ex- 
piry of leave they did not. report for duty ? 

(4) Whether Ihe workmen, namely SI. Nos. 47, 57, 61, 

66. 76. 84, 88 90, 96, 104, 111, 119, 121, 122, 124, 
125. 128 lo 132, 134, 135, 136, 137/198, 139/70/ 
190, 140, 143, 144. 166, 167, 215, 289, 290, 291, 
304. 30 6, 310, 313 to 316 & 317/294 of the sche- 
dule of reference worked on some days in the col- 
liery during the relevant period and thereafter they 
left (heir job without information and since then are 
absent ? 

(51 Whether the workmen, namely, SI. Nos. 17, 19, 20, 24, 
25, 26. 27, 34. 134, 210, 231, 236. 246, 247. 252. 
257, 258, 298 and 299 of (he schedule of reference 
were dismissed from service and their dismissal was 
justified '! 

(6) Whether the workmen whose names are given in 

the annexurc to the schedule of reference were re- 
fused employment by the management of the Khas 
Kusunda Colliery of M/s. Khas Kusundn Colliery 
Co. (V) Ltd., with effect from Ibc 29th June, 1965 
and also from the dates subsequent lo that date ? 

(7) If the answer to point No. 6 be in the affirmative, 

whether the action of the management amounts to 
victimization ? 

(8) If point Nos. 6 & 7 arc answered in favour of the 

workmen, what relief the workmen arc entitled to ? 

8. The management has examined 3 witnesses and they are 
MW-1 Shri It. N. Banerjce who has been working as Ac- 
counts Clerk in Khas Kusunda Colliery since 1950, MW-2 
Sliri Kamdas chatterjec. Attendance Clerk in (he said colliery 
•inee 1950 and MW-3 Sri K. P. Mazumdnr, Manager of that 
colliery since sometime in 1965. I may mention here that 
Sri K. P. Mazurudar was the Manager of the colliery when 
the incident of the present reference had taken place. MW-1 
is practically a formal witness. He had conducted depart- 
mental enquiry with respect lo charge-sheets issued to 20 
workmen of the colliery in question. He has proved the 
-thargsshects Ext. M-5 series framed against the said work- 
men. the proceedings of Ihe enquiries relating (o (hose charge- 
sheds Exts. M-6 to M-K) and the enquiry reports Exts. M-ll 
Iq M 15 submitted by him to the management after conclu- 
sion of rlie said departmental proceedings, it appears from 
the record that since notices issued to the workmen intimating 
the charges against them were i stunned unserved, the man- 
agement got a gcncial notice of chargcshects and the date, 
■of enquiry published in the local Hindi weekly Newspaper 
named ‘Awaz’. Ext. M-16 is the publication in question in 
that paper dated 6-8-65. The document was marked exhibit 
in the cross-examination of MW-1. MW-2 is practically a 
formal witness. He is the Aitcndance Clerk and he has 
proved the entries in 21 attendance registers relating to the 
colliery in question which have been exhibited as M-17 
series. He has also proved 3 Eorm ‘B' registers maintained 
in die colliery I- sis. M-1K str : c$ and one leave register 
■which is Ext. M-19. MW-3, Ihe Manager of the colliery 
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is a witness of fuels and is an important witness for the man- 
agement. 

9, On behalf of the workmen 9 witnesses have been examin- 
ed, out of which 6 witnesses, namely WVV-2, WW-3 and WW-5 to 
WW-8 are some of the workmen out of the list of workmen 
in the schedule of reference. Out of the remaining 3 wit- 
nesses, WVV-1 Sri V. P. Gupta was Regional Labour Com- 
missioner (Implementation), Dhanbad at the relevant time, 
WW-4 Sri Parameshwar Jha was Vice-President of Mine 
Mazdoor Onion and WW-9 Md. Hussain Khan was the Or- 
ganizing Secretary of the said union. I may mention here 
that Mine Mazdoor Union is the union which sponsored the 
present industrial dispute and is party to the present reference. 

10, On behalf of the workmen a large number of documents 
have been exhibited and they are Exts. W-l to W-48. Out 
of them Exts. W-l to W-24 have been marked on admission 
and remaining documents have been exhibited on formal 
proof. The documents on behalf of the management are 
Exts. M-l to M-25 and out of them M-l to M-4 have been 
exhibited on admission and the rest on formal proof. I shall 
discuss the documentary and oral evidence adduced by the 
parties at proper time and place in course of the discussion 
in the award, if and when the necessity for the same arises. 

FINDINGS 

11, Point No. (1). — According to the case of the manage- 
ment 35 persons out of the workmen named in the schedule 
of reference were not in the service in Khas Kusunda Col- 
liery either on 29-6-65 or at any time prior to that. Their 
serial numbers have been given in the written statement. 
Si. Nos. 7 & 169 are included in this group of 35 persons. 
From the schedule of reference if. appears that Si. No. 7 re- 
lates to Nanhku Rai, Miner and SI. No. 169 relates to the 
same Nanhku Rai and this is why in the written statement 
of the management the serial relating to Nanhku Rai has 
been mentioned as 7/169. In the rejoinder to the written 
statement of the management the only allegation made by 
the workmen regarding the said 35 persons is that the work- 
men will prove at the time of hearing that these persons 
were in fact in the service in the colliery during the relevant 
period. Ext. 18 series arc the Form B registers showing the 
employees in the employ of Khas Kusunda Colliery from 
January, 1965. They have been proved by MW-2 and their 
genuineness or the correctness of the entries made therein have 
not been challenged in cross-examination. They are statutory re- 
gisters maintained under Section 48(1) of the Mines Act read 
with 77 of Mines Rules. There is presumption of correctness of 
entries made therein. The Form B registers do not show that any 
one of the 35 workmen, said above, were in the service in 
the colliery. The workmen have examined WW-2 Sri Biswa- 
nath Gopc to say that he was working in the colliery on 29th 
June, 1965 and prior to that as Night Guard. SI. No. 207 
in the schedule of reference relates to one Biswanath Gopc 
and he has been described in the schedule as a miner. 
WW-2 claims to be the workman described against Si. No. 
207. It is to be noted that SI. No. 207 is included in the 
group of 35 workmen under consideration. In the schedule 
of reference SI. No. 207 Biswanath Gope has been described 
as miner and not Night Guard. 

12, On behalf of the workmen a certificate Ext. WW-22 
granted by Sri M. D. Ghose, the ex-manager of the colliery, 
dated 12-3-65 has been relied upon to prove that WW-2 
Biswanath Gope was previously working as miner and during 
the relevant time he was working as Night Guard in the 
colliery. The certificate is to the effect that Biswanath Gope 
was in the service of the colliery from 1959 for about 5 years 
at the time of granting the certificate and he was previously 
working as miner and from 26-1-65 he was working as 
Night Guard. Sri M. D. Ghose, who is alleged to have 
granted this certificate, has not been examined. There 
is no explanation as to why Sri M. D. Ghose has not been 
examined in this case. WW-2 in cross-examination states 
that in the year 1964 he was working as miner and in that 
year he was dismissed from service. He states further that 
his case of dismissal along with few other cases were referred 
to conciliation and as a result of the conciliation the others 
were taken back in employment but not the witness; The 
witness states that when he was not taken back in employ- 
ment he withdrew hjs Provident Fund money which he got 
in 1968. This is indicative of the fact that this witness was 
not in the service in the colliery in 1965. Accordingly the 
statement in the certificate Ext. W-22 that the workman was 


continuously working in the colliery from 1959 does not 
appear to be correct. The statement in the certificate that 
the witness was working as Night Guard from 25-1-65 is 
not supported by the entries in the Form B registers Ext. 
M-l 8 series or the attendance registers of the workmen 
Ext. M-l 7 series. In the cross-examination of Sri H. N. 
Bancrjce (MW-1) the workmen have taken from him that 
Biswanath Gope was not an employee of the colliery when 
the occurrence of this case had taken place. The workmen 
have produced 2 prescriptions Exts. W-25 and W-26 of the 
Central Hospital, Dhanbad, the former dated 22-4-65 and 
the latter dated 23-4-65 in which the name of the patient is 
Biswanath Gope. The said two exhibits arc the entries in 
the outdoor tickets issued to the patient appearing at the 
outdoor for examination in Central Hospital, Dhanbad. The 
name Biswanath Gope in the said tickets appears to be in 
Ihe writing of a person other than the person who wrote 
out the prescription. The writings in F.xt. W-25 at its 
top are as follows : — 

“C/Cntter 

Khas Kusunda Coll. 

B Form 276 

PF D/332913”. 

At the top of Ext. W-26 the entry is “Khas Kusunda Colliery" 
These writings on Exts. W-25 and W-26 appear to be in 
the handwriting of a different man. The writer of the 
prescriptions, the writer of the name of the patient and 
the writer of the writings at the top of those prescriptions, 
quoted above, have not been examined to prove all these 
writings. In consideration of both oral and documentary 
ovidence, stated above, my conclusion is that WW-2 Biswa- 
nath Gope is Biswanath Gope described in SI. No. 207 of 
the schedule of reference, that he was previously in service 
in the colliery in question as miner till sometime in 1964 
when he was dismissed from service, that during the relevant 
time he was not an employee in the colliery recognised by 
the company and that he was working ns Night Guard in 
an unauthorised manner. Excepting WW-2 no other person 
of the group of workmen concerned has come to say that he 
was in service of the company on 29-6-65 or in 1965. 

13. In view of the discussion made above I accept the 
case of the management that the workmen named against 
the serials, mentioned in point No. (1), out of the schedule 
of reference, were not employees in the colliery in question 
on 29-6-65. This point is accordingly ^nswered in the 
negative. 

14. Point No. 12).— According to the case of the manage- 

ment Si. No. 121 Bishun Bhutan and Si. No. 201 Kishun 
Bhuiyan, out of the schedule of reference, were working 
in the colliery on 29-6-65 till the date of reference, The 
workmen in their rejoinder have denied the said allegation 
of the employers but no specific case has been made out with 
respect to them. The management have filed 21 attendance 
registers Ext, M-17 scries relating to the workmen of the 
colliery. Jt will appear from these registers that the said 
2 workmen were ail along working during the relevant 
period i.c. on and from 29-6-65. These attendance registers 
are maintained under Section 48 of the Mines Act read with 
Rule 78 of the Mines Rules. They arc, therefore, statutory 
registers and there is presumption of correctness attached 
to them. On the side of the workmen nobody has been 

examined to deny Ihe correctness of the entries made in 
those registers or to say that in fact the concerned workmen 
mentioned against SI. No. 121 and 201 of the schedule of 
reference were not working in the colliery during the rele- 
vant period as alleged by the management. It must, accord 
ingly, be held that these 2 workmen were all along in service 
on and from 29-6-65 till the date of reference. This point 
is accordingly answered in the affirmative. 

15. Point No. (3). — The case of the management is that 
four workmen out of the schedule of reference, namely, 
SI. Nos. 163 Dasain Gope, SI. No. 188 Chaman Bhuiyan, 
Si, No. 222 Kamkhelawan Chamar and Si. No. 230 Pahlu 
Turi, were on leave on 29-6-65 and for some days thereafter 
and after the expiry of leave they did not report for duty. 
In paragraph 4 in the rejoinder to the written statement of 
the employers the workmen have denied the said allegation 
of the employers and have submitted that those four work- 
men reported for duty after the expiry of leave but the 
management did not allow them lo join. The management 
has filed the Leave Wafps Account register during the calen- 
der year, 1965 Ext. M-19, which goes to show that these 
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four workmen were on leave during the relevant period. 
This register is also a statutory one and is maintained in 
Form H under Rule 53 of the Mines Rules read with Section 
55 of the Mines Act. The attendance registers, already refer- 
red to above, also show that these workmen were absent from 
duty being on leave during the period mentioned in the 
register Ext. M-19 and after the expiry of the leave period 
these workmen did not join their duties and remained absent 
all along, The genuineness of these registers and the correct- 
ness of the entries made therein have not been challenged 
in the evidence adduced on behalf of the workmen. Again, 
no workman out of the said four workmen has been examined 
to say that actually these workmen turned up to duty after 
the expiry of their leave but they were not allowed to join 
their duties. There is also no other independent evidence 
in proof of the said allegation in the rejoinder to the written 
statement of the employers. In view of the evidence on 
record, 1 accept the case of the employers that the said 
four workmen were on leave during the relevant period i.e. 
on and f om 29-6-65 and they did not come to join their 
duties after the expiry of the leave. This point is disposed 
of accordingly. 

16. Point No. (4).— In paragraph 11 of (he written state- 
ment of the employers it is stated that 43 workmen out of 
the workmen mentioned in the schedule of reference were 
present on some dates during the relevant period and there- 
after they left the colliery and did not turn up again. The 
employers have given the serial numbers of those workmen 
appearing in the schedule of reference and also the dates on 
which they attended their duties during the said period. 
The workmen in their rejoinder to the written statement of 
the employers have simply denied in a general manner the 
statement of the employers. It is to be noted that since 
there were some clerical mistakes regarding the serial numbers 
of some of those workmen, the employers filed a petition 
for amendment giving correct numbers of the workmen of 
the concerned workmen and also the dates on which they 
were present on duty in the colliery. This amendment of 
the written statement of the employers was allowed by 
the Tribunal as per Order No. 9 dated 17-6-69, The amended 
statement was not challenged by the workmen nor did they 
file any rejoinder to the said amendment made by the emp- 
loyers in their written statement, The statement containing 
the details of the said 43 workmen is Ext. M-20 in this 
case. The above statement has been proved by MW-2 Sri 
Ramdas Chatterjee, the Attendance Clerk in Kins Kusunda 
Colliery during the relevant period. The witness states that 
43 workmen worked for a few days only after the distur- 
bance on 29-6-65. The witness states further that he has 
prepared a list of those 43 workmen showing the days on 
which they have worked and this list Ext. M-20 has been 
correctly prepared from the attendance registers Ext. M.-17 
series. The above statement of MW-2 has not been challenged 
by the workmen in cross-examination nor any independent 
evidence has been adduced on behalf of the workmen to show 
the incorrectness in that statement. I may mention here 
that some clerical mistake has crept in the deposition of 
MW-2 in the matter of the number of tho exhibit concerned. 
In the deposition the statement in question has been stated 
to be Ext, M-21 whereas it should bo Ext. M-20 and this 
is the number which has been put on the document itself 
and also in the list of exhibited documents. The details 
fiven in the statement Ext. M-20 are supported by the entries 
in the attendance registers Ext. M-17 series. In this con- 
nection reference may be made to the statement of Sri JC. P. 
Mazumdar, the then Manager of the colliery (MW-3), who 
in his evidence has stated that 43 workmen mentioned in 
para 11 of the amended written statement worked for a few 
days only and then left the work without information. This 
refers to the workmen whose serials have been mentioned 
in Ext. M-20. The above statement of MW-3 has not 
been challenged in cross-examination and there is also no 
independent evidence on the side of (he workmen to prove 
otherwise. There is, however, apparent mistake iti Ext. M-20 
and in the above statement of Employers’ witnesses about 
SI, No. 135 in the present group of workmen. SI. No. 135 
relates to Bhiru Bhuiyan who according to the case of the 
employers was not an employee during the relevant time. 
I have already accepted this case of the employers while 
discussing point No, 1, 

17. It comes to this that 42 workmen out of the present 
group were on duty on the dates mentioned in F.xt. M-20 
and they left the work and did not come back to duty again. 
It is to be noted that in the schedule of reference there is 
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repetition of the name of the workman Hiro Bhuian II, once 
under SI. No, 137 and again under serial No. 198. Work- 
man Moti Bhuian has been mentioned thrice in the schedule 
of reference under Si. Nos, 70, 139 and 190. In Ext. M-20 
the employers have mentioned that SI. No. 317 and SI. No. 
294 relate to one man i,e. Jethu Bhuian. In the schedule 
of reference as against SI. No. 317 the name of the workman 
is Jethu Bhuiyg and that of the workman as against SI. No. 
294 is Jithoo Bhuian, The statement of the employers as 
per Ext. M-20 with respect to those two serials has not 
been challenged by the workmen at any time including the 
time of argument. Accordingly, I take the statement of the 
employers in this regard as correct. 

18. In Ext. M-20 there is a note "resigned” as against 
serial Nos. 96, 128, 132 and 304. There is no independent 
and reliable evidence in support of the above entry in 
Ext. M-20. The employers have not produced any resignation 
letter to show that in fact the said 4 workmen had resigned 
from service. I do not accordingly accept the claim of the 
employers so far as the alleged resignation of the aforesaid 
4 workmen are concerned. 

19. In the light of the findings recorded above this point 
is disposed of. 

20. Point No. 5. — According to the case of the em- 

ployers 19 workmen out of the workmen in the schedule 
of reference were charge-sheeted for indulging in riotous 
and disorderly bahaviour and for absenting from duty with- 
out permission or authorised leave for more than 10 days 
since 29-6-65, and after departmental enquiry all the 19 
workmen were found guilty of the charges and by the 
order of the management they have been dismissed from 
service. The SI. numbers of the said 19 workmen have 
been mentioned in para 5 of the written statement of the 
employers as 17, 19, 20, 24. 25, 26, 27, 34, 134, 210, 231, 
236, 246, 247, 252, 257, 258, 298 & 299. The case 

against these 19 workmen, regarding the departmental pro- 
ceedings against them and ultimately resulting in their dis- 
missal, has been dealt with in paragraphs 5 to 9 of the 
written statement of the employers. It is to be noted that 
admittedly no explanation to the charge-sheets issued to 
these workmen was submitted and the departmental enquiry 
against them was made exparte and Enquiring Officer sub- 
mitted his report to the management saying that the charges 
had been established on the evidence or record and re- 
commended dismissal of the workmen. It is stated in the 
written statement of the employers that the charge-sheets 
Ncnt to Ihc workmen by registered post were received by 
4 of the workmen while the same could not be Served 
on others and the contents of the charge-sheets were pub- 
lished in a local newspaper and since the workmen did not 
submit any explanation lo tho charge-sheet nor attended the 
departmental enquiry, the enquiry was held in their absence. 
The workmen in their rejoinder to the written statement 
of the employers have stated that since the workmen had 
no knowledge of the charge-sheets no explanation was of- 
fered, It is said that the workmen had not received any 
notice of enquiry and so the enquiry alleged to have been 
held in their absence should be ignored and that they had 
no knowledge of the order of dismissal passed by the man 
agement It is also stated that the misconducts alleged 
against the said workmen have not been proved. 

21 Ext, M-5 series are the copies of charge-sheets issued 
separately to 19 workmen, Exts, M-6 to M-10 .re the 
enquiry proceedings, Exts. M-ll to M-15 are the enquiry 
reports of the Enquiry Officer who held the departmental 
enquiry with respect to the said charge-sheets and Ext. M-24 
series are the copies of not'ces of dismissal said to have 
been issued to the concerned 19 workmen. Before I pro- 
ceed further on this point T like to mention here that there 
has been some clerical mistakes in mentioning the serials 
of 3 workmen, out of the group of 19 aforesaid workmen, 
in the written statement of the employers. The mistake is 
with respect to SI. Nos. 34, 134 & 236 and they are 
Brahmdeo Bhuian, Faguni Bhuian & Mahadeo Bhuian res- 
pectively. The cb3rge-sheets, the enquiry reports and the 
notices of dismissal referred to above do not contain the 
names of these 3 workmen, blit in their places we find the 
names of the workmen against SI. Nos. 31, 153 & 244 
against whom charges were framed, departmental enquiry 
was held and notices of dismissal are alleged to have been 
issued. There appears to be no mistake with respect to 
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the workmen of the other serials mentioned in the written 
statement. 

22. Ext. M-6 is the enquiry proceeding relating to the 
workmen under SI. Nos. 24, 25, 26 A 31 and Ext. M-U 
is the enquiry report with respect to those workmen. Ext. 
M-7 relates to the depart mental enquiry with respect to the 
workmen under 81. Nos. 2u, 27 & 246 and Ext. JV1-12 is 
the report oi. the Enquiry Officer regarding those workmen 
as a result of the enquiry. Ext. M-8 is the enquiry pro- 
ceeding with respect to the workmen under SI. Nos. 17, 
210, 244 & 299 and also one Rumlagan Gopc, not a con- 
cerned workman, and F.xt, M-13 is the enquiry report of 
the Enquiry Officer with respect to those workmen. Ext. 
M-9 is the enquiry proceeding with respect to the workmen 
under SI. Nos. 153, 247, 257, 258 & 298 and Ext. M-14 
is the enquiry report of the Enquiry Officer with respect to 
these workmen. Ext. M-IO is the enquiry proceeding re 
luting to the workmen under SI. Nos. 19, 231 A 251 and 
Ext. M-15 is the enquiry report submitted by the Enquiry 
Officer with respect to these workmen to the management. 
1 like to note here that in the enquiry proceedings Exts. 
M-6 & M-7 the charges aguinst the workmen of those pro- 
ceedings were three-fold, namely, (1) the said workmen in- 
dulged in riotous and disorderly behaviour on 29-6-65, (21 
they absented from duty for more than 10 days since 291h 
June, 1965 and (3) they left the place of work without 
permission on 29-6-65. Accordingly they were alleged to 
be guilty of misconduct under paragraph 29 sub-para- 
graphs (5), (16) & (18) of the Certified Standing Orders of 
the Company, The remaining workmen were chaigcd for 
thc aforesaid first two items of misconduct. MW-t Sri H. 
N. Banerjee had conducted the enquiry proceedings against 
the aforesaid workmen and he has testified to that effect. 
He examined witnesses of the management in proof of the 
charges in the ubsence of the concerned workmen on diffe- 
rent dates. The witness has proved the proceedings of the 
departmental enquiries held by him and has also proved 
his reports Ext. M-U to M-15, already referred to above. 
The Enquiring Officer found the charges against the work- 
men to have been proved. According to the management 
on receipt of the enquiry reports the management accepted 
the findings arrived at by the Enquiry Officer and dismissed 
the workmen from service with immediate effect as per 
notices of dismissal dated 2-9-65 issued by the management. 
The management have filed the copies of those notices 
Exts. M-24 series. The notices have been signed by the 
Director of the Company. 

23. 1 may mention here that the management has not 
filed the Certified Standing Orders applicable to the Colliery 
in question. It cannot, therefore, be said with certainty as 
to whether as per the relevant standing order, referred 
to in the change-sheets, the enquiry reports of the Enquiry 
Officer and the dismissal orders of the management the 
charges amount to misconduct. In the absence of cer- 
tified Standing Order the provisions in Model Standing 
Orders in Schedule I of Industrial Employment Standing 
Orders Rules, 1946 (C) and the Rules of natural justice will 
have application. Rule 14(3) (e) & (h) of the Model Stand- 
ing Orders provides that habitual absence without leave or 
absence without leave for more than 10 days and riotous or 
disorderly behaviour during working hours at the establish- 
ment or any act subversive of discipline amount to mis- 
conduct for which a workman may be dismissed from ser- 
vice without notice, if he is found to be guilty of such 
misconduct. The Model Standing Order, however, does not 
say that leaving the place of work without permission 
amounts to misconduct for which a workman may be 
punished by dismissal from service. Thus the first two 
charges, if proved, will make the concerned workman liable 
for punishment by dismissal for misconduct. 

24. The next question that arises for consideration is as 
to whether the departmental proceedings against the con- 
cerned workmen were held in accordance with the natuurl 
justice. In other words, whether (he concerned workmen 
were given full and sufficient onportunity to show cause 
against the charges levelled against them and to defend 
themselves in the departmental proceedings. According to 
the management the charge-sheets were issued to the con- 
cerned workmen in their home address but excepting 4 
cases the remaininp registered envelopes with acknowledge- 
ment due. containing the charge-sheets, returned unserved. 
The registered envelopes which came back without being 
served on the addressee have not been exhibited in this 


case, though they arc on record and (he management have 
n °t proved by leading evidence that in 4 cases the registered 
notices were received by Ihe concerned workmen. WW-6 
Shamliil Das was surface trammer in the colliery at the 
relevant time. His name appears in Serial No. 257. In 
Ins evidence he says that his name is in SI. No. 99, which 
is a mistake. SI. No. 99 relates to Shyamlal Bhutan miner 
and not Shamlal Das surface trammer who was one of tlie 
charge-sheeted workmen. WW-6 admits in his evidence to 
have received charge-sheet through post. It comes to this, 
therefore, that the said workmen except SI. No. 257 had no 
opportunity to explain the charges levelled against them. 
When a charge against a workman is brought by the mana- 
gement the natural justice demands that the workman should 
be given an opportunity to explain the charge before any 
departmental proceeding is drawn up and enquiry with res- 
pect to the charge is conducted. The management has filed 
a copy of a Hindi weekly “Await” dated 6 : 8-65 containing 
Ihc publication of a notice purported to have been signed 
by Sri K P, Mazumdar, Manager of the colliery in question 
and it is Ext. M-1A in Ihis case. The notice contains the 
Hindi translation of the charges framed ajjainst the con- 
cerned workmen mentioning in details as against each work- 
man what are the charges framed against hint and what 
is ihe date for hearing of the charges. The notice was given 
asking the concerned workmen to attend the departmental 
proceedings against them on the appointed date and time 
at the colliery office. I may mention here that enquiry 
proceedings were held by the Enquiry Officer as aguinst the 
workmen on the dates mentioned in the said notice. Ad- 
mittedly. al the time of enquiry the concerned workmen 
were not present and the Enquiry Officer examined witnes- 
ses of the management in their absence and submitted his 
report on the basis of Ihe evidence so recorded. In my 
opinion, before the notice is published in the newspaper 
it was necessary that the management should have taken 
all steps to serve the notice of departmental enquiry upon 
the workmen in the address known to the management and 
if the notice could not be served in their known address 
there could be justification for the management to publish 
the notice in the newspaper ' which has vide circulation in 
the area in which the concerned workman are known to 
have generally resided. In this case no evidence has been 
given on the side of the management that notice of depart- 
mental enquiry was sent to the concerned workmen by 
registered post or otherwise and they were returned un- 
served. In this conection reference may be made to the 
decision of their Lordships of Supreme Court in the case 
of Bata Shoe Co. (P) Limited and D. N. Ganguly, reported 
in 1961(1) L.L.I, 303. in which their Lordships had to con- 
sider as to what should be the procedure in a case in which 
charge-sheet sent to the concerned workmen by registered 
post in their known address returned unserved. Their 
Lordships observed that the proper course in such a case 
v/ill be to publish, notices in the names of the workmen in 
some newspaper in the regional language with wide circula- 
tion (bat charges framed against them. No doubt in Ext. 
M-16 the charges against the workmen were published but 
It was not a notice to submit explanation against the charges 
framed against the workmen but it was a notice of enquiry. 
Again, there is no evidence whatsoever to show the extent 
of publication of the newspaper “Awaz” in which the notice 
was published. The evidence of MW-1, the Enquiry officer, 
in cross-examination is that the newspaper “Awaz” is a 
weekly one and he does not know the extent of publication 
of this paper. The other witnesses examined by the manage- 
ment do not say anything about the extent of the 
publication of this newspaper. There is also no other docu- 
mentary evidence in proof of the same. Tn that view of 
the matter it cannot be said that the said newspaper has 
wide circulation and that too in the area in which the 
concerned workmen were residing during the relevant time 
so as to draw an inference that the workmen had the 
knowledge of the date of enquiry of the departmental pro- 
ceedings through the publication Ext. M-16. Simply because 
the general notice of enquiry was published in the aforesaid 
newspaper on 6-8-65 it cannot be held that the concerned 
workmen will be presumed to have the knowledge of the 
time and date of the departmental enquiries mentioned in 
it. 

25. In view oi what I have discussed above it comes to 
this I hat no opportunity was given to the concerned workmen 
to show cause against the charges levelled against them, 
except of course Si. No, 257, and they had no notice re- 
garding the dates of departmental enquiries held against them 
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and thereby they were deprived of the opportunity to defend 
themselves in the departmental proceedings. The exparfe 
departmental enquiries held against the workmen were, there- 
fore. not fair and not in accordance with natural justice. 
In that view of the matter, the enquiry proceedings in ques- 
tion, the enquiry reports submitted by the Enquiry Officer 
and the orders of dismissal of the workmen must be set 
aside and I hold accordingly. 

26. Of course if no departmental enquiry is held or the 
enquiry held is defective for some reason or other, the 
management has got the right to prove the charges against 
the workmen concerned before the Tribunal with independent 
evidence. The management in this case has not adduced 
evidence, independent of the departmental enquiries, in res- 
pect of the charges levelled against the concerned workmen. 
In any view of the case, therefore, the order of dismissal of 
the concerned workmen must be set aside. Point No. (5) 
is accordingly disposed of, 

27. Point No. (6). — The question that arises for deter- 
mination, according to the reference, is whether the concerned 
workmen were refused employment by the management. 

28. According to the case of the management barring the 
workmen mentioned in points No. 1 to 5 the remaining 
workmen out of the workmen mentioned in the schedule of 
reference struck work with effect from 29-6-65 and they 
did not join duty though there was an appeal in that regard 
on behalf of the management. Accordingly, it is submitted, 
it is not a question of refusal of employment to the workmen 
by the management. The case of the workmen on the other 
hand is that the concerned workmen were driven out of 
their dhawras in the colliery, where they were residing, by 
the management and when they wanted to join their duty 
the management did not allow them to join and even did not 
allow them to enter into the colliery premises by threat of 
assault. In other words, the workmen were refused employ- 
ment with effect from 29-6-65 and from dates subsequent 
thereto. 

29. In the schedule of reference the number of workmen 
mentioned is 318. While dealing point Nos. 1 & 4 I have 
shown above that there has been repetition of the name of 
the same workman with respect to three persons in the 
schedule and in one ense out of them the same workman 
has been named in the list thrice. Accordingly the total 
number of workmen involved in the present reference comes 
to 313 and not 318. I have already found above that 35 
workmen out of the list were not the employees of the 
colliery during the relevant time, 4 workmen were on leave 
during the relevant period and they did not report for duty 
after the expiry of the leave, 42 workmen worked on some 
days during the relevant period and thereafter they left the 
colliery and did not turn up and 2 workmen all along worked 
and they worked during the relevant period also. The 
question of refusal of employment to these workmen by the 
employers therefore does not arise, The total of the work- 
men under the aforesaid four groups comes to 83. According 
to the case of the management, already stated above, 19 
workmen were dismissed from service after departmental 
enquiry of the charges against them. The management sub- 
mits that since these 19 persons were rightly dismissed from 
service the question of refusal of employment to them also 
does not arise and after rightful dismissal, the management 
is not bound to re-employ them and in that case the refusal, 

any, is justified. Adding these 19 workmen with the 
aforesaid 83 persons the total comes to 102. According to 
the cose of the management the remaining persons out of 
the workmen of the schedule of reference, i.e. 211 workmen, 
struck work, So in their case also the question of refusal 
of employment to them does not arise. So far as dismissal 
of 19 workmen is concerned, T have found above that the 
order of dismissal is bad, being against natural justice and 
accordingly the order stands set aside. The order of dis- 
missal passed by the management by itself amounts to refu- 
sal of employment to them and in that view of the matter 
the refusal of their employment by the management cannot 
be held to be justified. 

30. Thus, we come to the case of remaining 211 work- 
men, who according to the management were strikers with 
effect from 29-6-65, whereas according to the workmen 
they were not strikers but they were refused employment 
by the management. In order to prove that it was a case 
of strike the employers have relied upon the decision of 
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the Regional Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad dated 
17-10-66 in a case under Sub-para (1) of para 8 of the 
Coal Mines Bonus Scheme, 1948 filed by the management 
of Khas Kusunda Colliery, It appears that the manage- 
ment filed the said application on 16-7-65 before the Re- 
gional Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad for a declaration 
that 437 workmen of the colliery struck work from 29-6-65 
without giving any notice to the management as required by 
Law and was therefore illegal under Sections 22 & 24 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Ext. W-20 is the appli- 
cation in question and Ext. W-31 is. the true copy of the 
list of the 437 workmen who are said to have been in- 
volved directly in the strike on and from 29-6-65. The 
reason for the strike as stated in Ext. W-20 is that some 
workmen were arrested by the Police. 

It is said that all other workmen suspended work there- 
after in a concerted move and demanded that they would 
not go to work till their co-workers were released by the 
Police. The evidence on record shows that prior to the 
filing of the application Ext. W-20 dated 16-7-65, the Mine 
Mazdoor Union on behalf of the workmen had filed an 
application on 3-7-65 for a declaration that it was a case 
of lockout. The evidence on record shows that there Was 
some defect in the said application in as much as the re- 
quired declaration in it was not appended and signed by the 
applicant. When this was pointed oill by the Regional 
Labour Commissioner the union filed a separate application, 
with proper declaration duly signed, on 5-8-65 with a prayer 
to treat that application in continuation of one what was 
filed by the Union on 3-7-65. Bolh the applications, namely, 
the application filed by the management and the application 
filed by the Mine Muzdoor Union, were taken up and heard 
together. Jt appears that in the said proceeding on behalf 
of the workmen 2 sets of witnesses were examined, one set 
by Colliery Mazdoor Sangh and the other by Mine Mazdoor 
Union. Ext. M-l is the decision of the Regional Labour 
Commissioner , (C), Dhanbad with respect to those applica- 
tions. The decision discloses that the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sangh examined witnesses in the strike case filed by the 
management and the witnesses examined by the Mine Maz- 
cloor Union were the witnesses in the lockout case. The 
Regional Labour Commissioner gave the following decision 
in the strike case : 

"I, therefore, conclude on the basis of facts of the case 
that there was a stoppage of work following dis- 
turbances at the colliery on 29-6-65 As a con- 

sequence of trouble on 29-6-65, the workmen, may 
be, did not come to duty but they demanded re- 
lease of arrested co-workers ns a condition prece- 
dent to their joining work amounts to absenting 
from work with common understanding. Hence I 
have come to the conclusion that there was a 
strike by the workmen and it was without any 
notice and was in contravention of Sections 22 & 
24 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, as coal 
was a public utility service and as such it was 
illegal. I therefore give my decision under para 
8(1) of the Coal Mines Bonus Scheme 1948, that 
aforesaid strike was illegal.” 

So far as the lockout case is concerned the finding is as 
follows : — 

“So far the case before me is concerned, it is obvious 
that there was no closing of the place of em- 

ployment and there was apparently no lockout. 
But as the application of Mine Mazdoor Union 
is time barred, and the Mine Mazdoor Union did 
not produce any law for extention of limitation, I 
dismiss the petition and make no pronouncement 

regarding legality or otherwise of the lockout.” 

The above finding in the lockout case appears to^ be mis- 
leading. However, the Regional Labour Commissioner ap- 
pears to have dismissed the petition of the union for de- 
claring lockout as barred by limitation. Be that as it may, 

the fact however remains that the decision of the Regional 
Labour Commissioner was that it was a case of strike by the 
workmen on account of the arrest of their co-workers and 
it was not a case of lockout. It appears that Mine Maz- 
door Union filed an Apceal (Bonus Appeal No. 23 of 1966) 
as against the said decision of the Regional Labour Com- 
missioner before the Central Government Industrial Tribu- 
nal, Dhanbad, but the Appeal was dismissed as not main- 
tainable as per Order dated 24-11-67, in as much as a copy 
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of the Appeal was not simultaneously sent by the appellant 
to the respondent by registered post with uscknowlcdgcmcnt 
due in compliance with the proviso to sub-paragraph (4) of 
paragraph 8 of the Copl Mines Bonus Scheme (vide certified 
copy of order of the Appellate Court Kxt. M-2). The Ap- 
pellate Court has not given any finding on merits of the 
case. 

31. On behalf of the management it is submitted that in 
view of the finding recorded by the Regional Labour Com- 
missioner it is now not open to the union to urge before 
this Tribunal that it was not a case of strike and to urge 
that it is a case of refusal of work, to the workmen by 
the management. The submission on behalf of the workmen 
on the other hand is that the decision given by the Regional 
Labour Commissioner does not operate as resjudicata in the 
present proceeding, that the said decision of the Regional 
Labour Commissioner ctinnot be considered as a piece of 
evidence also for holding as to whether it was a case of 
strike or refusal of employment to the workmen by the 
management and that this Tribunal has to give its decision 
independent of the decision of the Regional Labour Com- 
missioner regarding the dispute in question and on points 
raised by the parties on the evidence adduced before the 
Tribunal in the reference proceeding. The submission fur- 
ther is that the power given to the Regional Labour Com- 
missioner to decide the matters relating to strike or lockout 
under Coal Mines Bonus Scheme framed by (he Central Govern- 
ment under Section 5 of the Coal Mines Provident Fund & 
Bonus Scheme Act, 1948 is for speedy determination as to 
whether some employees, who were absent from duty, are 
entitled to attendance bonus during the period of alleged 
strike or lockout and the decision given by the Regional 
Labour Commissioner in such a case is restricted to that 
only and it will not have any binding effect on the Tribunal 
on, a reference made by the Central Government under Sec- 
tion 10(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act. Tn my opinion, the 
contentions raised on behalf of the workmen are correct 
and must be upheld. 

32. The scope of the operation of an order passed by 
the Regional Labour Commissioner under Section 8(1) of 
the Coal. Mines Bonus Scheme was considered in detail 
by their Lordships of Patna High Court in the case of 
Tata iron & Steel Company Limited Vs. its workmen, re- 
ported in 1967(1) L.L..I. ,581. Their l ordships have observed 
at one place in the judgment as follows : — 

“Moreover, the provisions of para 8 of the Scheme make 
It clear that the decision about the legality or other- 
wise of a strike or lockout is restricted to a limited 
purpose, viz., for the purpose of the Scheme, that 
is to say, for the purpose of considering the eligi- 
bility of the workmen to attendance bonus during 
the days of strike or lockout and for no other 
purpose.” 

In the latter part of the judgment the observation is “It is 
no where stated in the Scheme that the decision given by 
the authority under para 8 of the Scheme shall be deemed 
to be an award of (he Labour Court for the purpose of 
Industrial Disputes Act, The decision is restricted merely 
to the question of liability for bonus and for no other 
purpose". Apparently the decision of (he Regional Labour 
Commissioner in (he present case is restricted to the payment 
or non-payment of bonus only and it is not binding upon 
the Tribunal for the purpose of making an award in the 
matter of the reference made to it and on the points raised 
by the parties in this regard. I accept the contentions on 
behalf of the workmen, already stated above, and find that 
the decision of the Regional Labour Commissioner, already 
stated above, is not binding upon the parties so far as the 
reference in question is concerned, though it is binding upon 
them in the matter of payment of attendance bonus under 
the Coal Mines Provident Fund & Bonus Scheme Act 1948, 
and the said decision is not binding upon the Tribunal in 
the matter of making award on reference. 

33. As per reference, already stated above, the scope of 
enquiry in the present proceeding is as to whether tho 
concerned workmen were refused employment by the manage- 
ment of (he colliery in question with effect from the 29th 
June, 1965 and subsequent dates. Tf the question is answered 
in the affirmative it has further to be answered as to whether 


the action of the management amounts to victimization and 
then comes Ihe question of relief, 

34. From the evidence on record it appears that during 
the- relevant, lime Iwo Unions, namely, Colliery Mazdoor 
Sangh arid Mine Mazdoor Union were functioning in the 
colliery. Shri I. II. Khan was the General Secretary, Shri 
p, Jha was the Vice-President and Shri D. Prasad was the 
Secretary of Mine Mazdoor Union and Sri Md. Hussain 
Khan was the Oiganizing Secretary thereof. Shri Kameshwar 
Lai alias Kameshwar Narain Singh was representing Colliery 
Mazdoor Sangh in that colliery. It is the admitted case of 
both the parlies that Mine Mazdoor Union began to function 
in this colliery in the latter part of 1963, The documentary 
evidence on record shows that Mine Mazdoor Union began 
to take up the cause of the workmen of the colliery by 
raising disputes wild (he management and by filing applica- 
tions before the Conciliation Officer (C), Dhanbad, soon after 
they started their works in this colliery. Shri I. H. Khan, 
the then General Secretary of the Union, filed 3 applications 
before the Conciliation Officer in this regard, one on 
18-12-1963 (vide copy of the application Ext. W-34), again 
on 2-1-1964 (vide copy thereof Ext. W-35) and then on 
9-1-1964 (vide copy thereof Ext. W-36). The disputes so 
raised were settled with the management on tho intervention 
of the Conciliation Officer as per memorandum of settlement 
Ext. W-8 dated 15-1-1964. The disputes related to alleged 
unfair suspension of workmen, alleged non-payment of mini- 
mum wages to the workmen as per award and alleged non- 
payment of retrenchment compensation to tho retrenched 
workers. It appears that there was stoppage of work on 
13-1-1964 and 14-1-1964 by the workmen and the settlement 
was arrived at on 15-1-1964. In the month of February, 
1964 the said union raised another dispute regaining the 
appointment of two persons, who were in Police lock up, as 
the management was going to take them in employment as 
coal cutters after they came out from jail Custody and the 
trammers stopped work in the colliery. The dispute was, 
however, settled in the conciliation proceeding as per memo- 
randum of settlement Ext. W-9 dated 13-2-1964. There was 
then another settlement between tho management and the 
Mine Mazdoor Union on 7-3-1964 wih the intervention of 
the Conciliation Officer, vide Ext. W-10 dated 7-3-1964. In 
this case the union had given strike notice on 7 demands 
of the workmen, as the management had removed some 
workmen from service in the colliery. The evidence on record 
is that with the introduction of tractor for surface tramming 
in the colliery the management terminated he services of 34 
workmen with cffecl from 6-7-1964. The workmen then 
stopped work in a body from 6-7-1964 which resulted with 
a settlement in the conciliation proceeding (vide memorandum 
of settlement Ext. W-l 1 dated 7-7-1964). The order of 
termination of 34 workmen was withdrawn by that settlement 
and it was settled that 17 juniormost workmen out of them 
would be offered alternative jobs. There was another agree- 
ment between the Mine Mazdoor Union and the management 
before the Conciliation Officer with respect to certain 
demands made by (he union as per their letter dated 30-6-1964 
to the Conciliation Officer (vide agreement Ext. W-23 dated 
16-7-1964). By this agreement it was decided that the 
demands raised by the workmen would be discussed mutrinlly 
and settled and the workmen would not resort to any direct 
action. At this place f like to refer to 2 letters of the 
management to Shri I. H. Khan, one dated 11-11-1964 (Ext. 
W-24) and (he other dated 12-5-1965 (Ext. W-12). Both (he 
letters were written by the Manager of the colliery and they 
are to (he effect that on getting report that Shri Kameshwar 
Singh, the representative of Colliery Mazdoor Sangh in the 
colliery in question, was going to hold meeting in the col- 
liery premises all the workers had stonped work in the 
colliery in protest. The Manager accordingly requested the 
General Secretary of the Mine Mazdoor Union to advise the 
workers to resume work. 

35, From the documents aforesaid, it is apparent that 
within a short period of the Mine Mazdoor Union function- 
ing at the colliery, the majority oE the workmen of Khas 
Kusunda Colliery became followers of Mine Mazdoor Union 
and the Office bearers of that union got influence over the 
workmen, by putting forth (he demands of the workmen 
before the management and in securing the benefits for them. 
All these also show that Shri Kameshwar Narain Singh, the 
representative of Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, was losing ground 
in the colliery and influence over the workmen gradually. 
This is the background of the trouble which started on 
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29-6-1965 with which we are concerned in the present pro- 
ceeding. At this place 1 like to mention certain documents 
which will give a glimpse of the relationship existing between 
the workmen, who are followers of Mine Mazdoor Union, 
the management and Shri kamcshwar Lai alias Kamcshwar 
Narain Singh, the representative of Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
al Ihe colliery. It appears that on 14-8-1964 Shri D. Prasad, 
Secretary of Mine Mazdoor Union sent a report tolhc Officer 
Incharge of Kendwadih Police Station (copy marked Ext. 
W-40) alleging that Shri Kameshwar Lai had sent some 
lathiais and the workers in the colliery were very much 
worried on account of that. On 17-8-1964 the Organizing 
Secretary Shri Md. Hussain Khan informed the Officcr 
Incharge of the said Police Station (vide Ext. W-39) that 
Shri Kamcshwar Singh wanted to do marpit with the peaceful 
workers with the help of goondas. On 18-3-1965 Shri D. 
Prasad sent a report in writing to the said Police Station 
alleging that one Sntram, coal cutter, was giving loan to the 
other worked with exhorbitant rale of interest and in case 
of non payment of Interest at that rate he used to assault 
the workmen (vide Ex* W-41). On 23-6-1965 Sri D. Prasad 
wrote lo the S. 1. (vide Ext. W-24) that 6 persons, namely. 
Budhan Bhar, Rarndeo Gope, Paras Singh, Satram Bhat • 
Bola Dhabi and another were creating mischief among t' e 
workmen, who are the followers of Mine Mazdoor Union 
On 24-6-1965 Sri D. Prasad wrote another letter to the S. 1. 
of Police (vide Ext. W-43) that the persons named above 
were reported to have threatened to assault one workman, 
namely, Bhutan Bhar, and to loot his house. Apart 
from the question as lo whether the reports of Mine Mazdoor 
Union were correct or not, hut the documents referred to 
above clearly Indicate that the relationship between Mine 
Mazdoor Union on one side and the management of Khas 
Kustinda Colliery and Shri Kamcshwar Singh and his follow- 
ers on the other was not a cordial one. On the contrary. 

i( was antagonistic. This circumstance is a double edged 

weapon and it is equally available to each of the contesting 
parties (o use it to its own advantage. In my opinion, this 
circumstance cannot successfully be used by any of the con- 
testing parties lo prove the correctness of the allegation 

made with respect lo subsequent events, which has to be 
proved by cogent and satisfactory evidence independent of 
the same- 

36. We r.ow come to the crucial dale i.e. 29-6-1965 on 
which date the occurrence of this case had taken place. 
Before I proceed further 1 like to mention at the outset 
certain outstanding fads which appear from the cases of 

the parties and the evidence adduced by them. They are 
as follows. There was a wide scale disturbance in the 
colliery on 29-6-1965 caused by and at the instance of the 
workers thereof, that Ihe disturbance started from the first 
shift in the colliery which commences from 8 A.M., that on 
account of the disturbance (here was complele stoppage of 
work by all the workers of the colliery on 29-6-1965 from 
(he first shift, that on getting information about the dis- 
turbance (he Police arrived at the spot at about 10-30 A.M. 
on that date, registered some cases against some workmen, 
who are followers of Mine Mazdoor Union, and also some 
Office bearers of that union and Ihe Police, in connection 
with those cases, arrested about 29 workmen besides Shri 
I H. Khan, General Secretary, Shri P. Jha, Vicc-Presidenl 
and Shri Md. Hussain Khan the Organizing Secretary of 
Mine Mazdoor Union, (hat for maintaining law and order 
some Policemen were posted in the colliery premises and 
some Magistrate also used to visit the place front time to 
time and that the concerned workmen, who were followers 
of Mine Mazdoor Union, continued suspension of work in 
the colliery. It also appears from the evidence on record 
that from about the middle of July, 1965 some new workmen 
were appointed by the management and since thereafter the 
normal work in the colliery started. According to the case 
of the workmen the immediate motive for the occurrence 
was the destruction of the ilnjt of Mine Mazdoor Union, 
which was flying at Nim-dhawrah of the colliery, by persons 
who were against Mine Mazdoor LJnion. This *s alleged to 
have laken place in the night previous to Ihe di.te of occur- 
rence. Tn this connection reference may be made to the 
statement nf WW-2 Biswanath Gone, who claims to have 
seen the flag to have been destroyed by the supporters of 
the management. Hr reported Ihe matter in that night to 
Shri H. N. Rancrjce (MW-1). MW-! also corroborates WW-2 
that he and others reported the fact to him and he then 
gave to them a note in writing Ext. W-21 addressed to Shri 


1. H. Khan, the leader of the union, saying that the workmen 
were agitated on account of disrespect shown to their union 
flag and so he should take action for proper redress of 
the grievance of the workmen. This note is dated 28-6-1965 
and time noted is 12-10 A.M. At this place reference may 
be made also to the statement of Shri P. Jha, the Vice-Pre- 
sident of the Union (WW-4). The witness states that on 
28-6-1965 in the night he was informed by some workmen 
that the flag of the union had been torn. He then asked the 
workmen that he would be coming there and on 29-6-1965 
at 7 A.M. he went to the spot, saw the flag to have been 
torn and the workmen were in agitated mood. He also 
sent information to the Police in writing about the incident 
lhat had taken place in the previous nighl (vide report. Ext. 
W-30J. The report appears to have been received at the 
Police Station at about 7-30 A.M. on 29-6-1965. In view 
of the evidence on record 1 have no manner of doubt to 
hold that the flag of Mine Mazdoor Union at Nim-dhawrah 
in the colliery was destroyed by some persons who were 
against Mine Mazdoor Union and on account of that the 
workmen, who were followers of Ihe union, were agitated. 
This is the immediate cause for the disturbance in the col- 
liery which took place, on 29-6-1965. 1 may mention here 

lhat though the management admits that there was a dis- 
turbance, the management docs not, however, give any imme- 
diate motive for the said disturbance. Tt appears, however, 
thal Ihe manager of ihe colliery had sent a report to the 
Officer Inehurgc of Kendwadih Police Station on 29-6-1965 
(vide Ext M-23) that some outsiders accompanied by cer- 
tain section of workers of the colliery under the leaders ot 
Mine Mazdoor Union had raided the dhawras of peaceful 
workers and assaulted some of them. Request was made 
for taking immediate step for restoration of peace. From 
the evidence of MW-3, the manager of the colliery, it appears 
the S. 1. came thereafter at about 10-30 A.M. and arrested 
some workmen and some Office bearers of Mine Mazdpor 
Union. Prom the certified copy of charfjeshcct Ext. M-4 
dated 4-9-1965 it appears that on getting information about 
breach of peace al 10-10 A.M. ihe Officer Incharge of the 
Police Station rushed to the spot and on the Fardbeyan 
of Sri Paras Singh F. f. R. No. 14 dated 29-6-1965 , was 
drawn up against Sri Tmatuul Ilai Khan and others. After 
completing investigation the Police submitted chargesheet 
under Sections 147, 148, 149 & 380 of l.P.C. against 27 
persons showing 12 persons as absconders and 15 persons 
including Sri Imamul Hai Khun, Shri P. Jha and Sri Md. 
Hussain Khan, the Office bearers of Mine Mazdoor Union, 
as under cuslody. The place of occurrence is staled to be 
Nim-dhawrah. 

37. According to the case of the union Shri Enmesh war 
Lai alias Kameshwar Narain Singh came with a number of 
gangsters (o the colliery in the morning of 29-6-1965 for the 
purpose of committing riot, they went towards the dhawras 
of the workmen and started assaulting them and their family 
members, in the meantime Police arrived and arrested some 
workmen, who are followers of Mine Mazdoor Union, and 
also available Officers of the union, thus the gangsters drove 
away ull the workers and their family members from Ihcir 
dhawras by threats and violence and before the nighl set 
in on 29-6-1965 till the members of the union were driven 
out of the colliery. The workmen staled that , on 30-6-1965 
they in n body went to the office of Regional Labour Com- 
missioner (C). Dhanbad and with the intervention of Regio- 
nal I i bour Commissioner, Implementation (Cl, Dhanbad and 
Conciliation Officer (C). the management agreed .lo allow the 
workers to join duty but they did pot allow Ihe workmen to 
enter into the colliery premises and severely assaulted those 
who entered into the colliery premises stealthily and bodily 
removed them. According lo the management the workmen 
were never prevented from joining the 'duty in the colliery 
that the struck work front the first shift of 29-6-1965 and at 
about 10 A.M. on 29-6-1965 the follower!! of (lie Mine Maz- 
dqpr Union led bv the union officers 1 assaulted the peaceful 
workers of Ihe colliery and thus there was complete stoppage, 
ol work in the colliery on 29-6-1965. It is staled that on 
30-6-1965 no one out of the concerned workmen came to 
join duly and no one out of them was prevented to join. 

38. At this place 1 like to mention in short the oral evi- 
dence adduced by the parties and relevant to the reference 
in question. On the side of the workmen 9 witnesses have 
been examined and out of them 6 witnesses, namely, WW-2, 
WW-3 and WW5 to WW-8, are some of the workm 
mcnlioncd in the schedule of reference. WW-1 is Shri 
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Gupta who was Regional Labour Commissioner, Implemen- 
tation, Dhanbad in the year 1965 and during the relevant 
time. WW-4 is Shri P. Jha, the then Vice-President of the 
Mine Mazdoor Union, and WW-9 is Shri Md. Hussain Khan, 
Organising Secretary of that union. The evidence of Shri 
P. Jha is that on 29-6-1965 at 7 A.M. he came to the col- 
liery and saw the workmen in agitated mood and saw the 
ilag of tiie union to have been torn. The witness states that 
the men of the management wanted to assault him when the 
workmen of his party came to his rescue and in the mean- 
time there was assault between the workmen of his party 
and the men of the management. The Police in the mean- 
time arrived and arrested him and he remained in jail for 
15 or 16 days when he was released. WW-4 further states 
that the work could nol be done in ihe morning shift on 
29-6-1965 as the lathials of the management drove out the 
workmen who had gone to work on his persuation, From 
his statement in cross-examination it appears that the Police 
carnc to (he spot at 10.30 A,M. when assault was going 
on and he was the first man to be arrested by the Police 
and after he was released from jail he did not go to the 
colliery again. He is thus not a witness of the incident 
that might have taken place after he was arrested on 
29-6-1965 at about 10-30 A.M. WW-9 Sri Md. Hussain 
Khan does not claim to be eye witness to the occurrence. 
The witness, however, states that on 29-6-1965 he was arrested 
by the Police at his quarter and after his release on bail, 
about a month thereafter, he did not go to the colliery. 
Thus the evidence of WW-4 & WW-9, the Office bearers of 
the Union, is not helpful at all to prove the allegation of 
the workmen that they were assaulted and driven out from 
the colliery premises by the men of the management by the 
evening of 29-6-1965 and they were also not allowed to 
join on 30-6-1965. The workmen have not examined the 
Regional Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad or the Con- 
ciliation Officer in proof of the fact that they actually ap- 
proached them on 30-6-1965 complaining refusal of employ- 
ment to them. They have however examined Shri V. P. 
Gupta, Regional Labour Commissioner, Implementation 
(Ww-1) but his evidence is not at all helpful to the workmen- 
According to the workmen it was at the instance of this 
Officer and he Conciliation Officer that the management in 
their presence agreed to allow the workmen to work. Shri 
Gupta does not say a single word about this fact, though 
he is said to have token a prominent part in this matter. 
This goes against the alleged case made out by the work- 
men, 

39. According to WW-2 Shri Biswanath Gopc, in the 
morning of 29-6-1965 ho was proceeding to Incline No, 9 
when he was surrounded by Ihc men of the management and 
there was stone throwing on both the sides and half an hour 
thereafter the police came and arrested some workmen. 
The marpit is said to have taken place at about. 
8 A.M. The witness states that in the second shift 
and in third shift on 29-6-1965 the workmen of the manage- 
ment were prevented from joining the work. The witness 
states further that the concerned workmen of this Case re- 
mained in their respective dhawras for 4 or 5 days and 
thereafter they were turned out. All this is against the case 
made out by the workmen. The witness does not say that 
Shri Kamcshwar Singh came with gangsters and raided the 
dhawras of the workmen, though this is the specific case made 
out by the workmen in their written statement. 

40. The evidence of WW-3 is that on 29-6-1965 his duty 
was in first shift and while he was on duty he heard hallah. 
He came to the spot and saw the workmen being charged 
with lathis by the lathials of the management and the work- 
men were brick batting them. After that he came to his 
job but the work of the entire shift was stopped on account 
of the disturbance The witness says that he joined work 
again in the morning of 30-6-1965 hut was assaulted. The 
witness states that he shifted to Matkuria Tand for fear of 
Police and goondas of management. Thus he was not driven 
out of the dhawrah, but he left out of his own accord. 
He admits that at present he has been working in another 
colliery named Chansndih colliery. He also admits that he 
did not make any complain before the Regional Labour 
Commissioner or before any authority when he was not given 
work. 

41. The evidence of WW-5 is that on the previous day 
he was in night shift and he came from Ihe underground at 
about 7-30 A..M. and was taking bath in the tank when be 
heard hallah. He came there and saw the men of the mana- 


gement assaulting the men of the union and vice-versa. Then 
he came to his dhawrah and learnt that Police had arrived 
and some Office bearers of the union and some labourers 
had been arrested. The witness states that he does not know 
what happened thereafter and when he went to duty in the 
third shift he found that the attendance cabin was closed. On 
the following morning i.e. on 30-6-65 he wenl lo the 
Manager and told his grievance whereupon manager asked 
him to leave the union of Shri 1. H. Khan. On the third 
day, the witness states i.e. on 1-7-65 he along with 200 to 
300 workmen came to Labour Office at Dhanbad where the 
Manager and the Owner also were present and there the 
Manager and the Owner of the colliery said that Ihey would 
employ them. On that day in (he night at about 11 P.M. 
lathials of the management, the Police and Shri Kamcshwar 
Lai came and asked to vacate the quarter and when he 
declined he was assaulted and arrested by the Police He 
says that he was released on bail about three months after 
but he was not allowed to go to his quarter. 

42. WW-6 states that at the time of marpit he was at his 
dhawrah and he is not the eye witness to the occurrence. 
On that day his duty was in the second shift starting from 
4 P.M. and when he went there Ram Bubu, the Attendance 
Clerk, did not take his attendance. He says that at 6 P.M, 
Police came and assaulted him and he vacated the quar- 
ter. His evidence in cross-examination is that he learnt about 
the occurrence when he went to join his duty. Ram Babu 
MW-2 has denied in his evidence that the workmen reported 
for duty on 29-6-65 and he refused to record their atten- 
dance. WW-7 states that on 29-6-65 and in that week his 
duty was in third shift, he came out of the mine at 10 A.M. 
on that day and slept. He knew nothing about the occur- 
rence. He went to duty on 29-6-65 at 12 P.M, and found 
ihe attendance cabin closed. The witness states that on 
30-6-65 he went to the Manager and complained and the 
manager asked him to become member of Kamcshwar 
Babu’s union. On 30-6-65 again he went to duty at mid- 
night and the attendance cabin was found closed for which, 
the witness states, he complained to the manager and recei- 
ved the same answer. The witness states that he remained 
in his dhawrah for 3 days and thereafter he was assaulted 
and his belongings were looted. He admits in cross-exami- 
nation that he did not report to Police or to any authority 
regarding the assault on him or work not being given 
to him. WW-8 also docs not claim to have seen the occu- 
rence on 29-6-65. The witness states that his duty was ill 
the second shift and when he went to duty at 4 P.M. the 
Attendance Clerk Ram Babu (MW-2) asked him to put 
thumb mark on a blank paper but he refused. The witness 
states that on the following day he was driven out of the 
quarter by lathials. 

43, From the evidence of the workmen, said above, it will 
appear that each one of them has got a different story to 
tell, not in consonance with the case made out in the written 
statement of the workmen. The evidence given by them is 
not corroborated by any reliable evidence on record. At 
this place T like to mention 2 documents Exts. W-30 and 
W-44. I have already referred to Ext. W-30 which is the 
report lo the Police given by WW-4 on 29-6-65. The evi- 
dence of WW-4 is thtil on his persuation the workmen had 
gone to duty in the first shift of 29-6-65 but the men of the 
management did not allow them to join. This fact does not 
find place in the said report to the Police. W-44 is the 
letter dated 30-6-65 from Shri D. Prasad, Secretary of Mine 
Mazdoor Union, to the Ministry of Labour, Government 
of India in which complaint was made to the Ministry with 
respect to the uprooting of the flag of the union on 28-6-65 
and what happened on 29-6-65. It docs not contain complaint 
regarding the alleged refusal of employment to the workmen 
by the management either on 29-6-65 or on 30-6-65, nor 
does it contain any complaint that the workmen were 
assaulted and removed from dhawras either on 29-6-65 of 
on the following day when the said letter was sent to the 
Ministry. It is also not stated therein that their attendance 
was not marked and the attendance cabin was closed or 
that the manager or any officer was asking the workmen 
to leave the union of Shri T. H. Khun. Out of the 6 work- 
men examined in this case only four, namely WW-3, WW-5, 
WW-7 & WW-8, are among the group of 21 1 workmen under 
consideration. There is no explanation ns to why others are 
not coming to support the case of the union in this regard. 
Again, each of these four workmen have got his own story to 
tell, inconsistent with the case made out in the written state- 
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ment of the. workmen. There is no complaint informing 
the Police or Labour Department or any authority by the 
concerned workmen or by the Union, which was all along 
so vigilant in taking up the cause of the aggrieved work- 
men, that they were driven away from the colliery dhawras 
by the men of the management and they were not allowed 
to join duty either on 29-6-65 or on 30-6-65. It appears that 
by letter Ext. W-45 dated 1-7-65 Shri D. Prashad, Secretary 
of the union informed the Regional Labour Commissions , 
Dhanbad that he had got reports to the effect that the 
management had been forcing the workmen, who were 
going to join work, to give thumb impression on plain 
paper’s. This was for the hist lime that a written complaint 
of this nature was made. Shri D. Prashad, Secretary, has 

not been examined in support of this allegation and the 

letter Ext. W145 docs not show from whom he got such 
reports. Apart from it, even in this letter, which is dated 

1-7-65, there is no allegation that the workmen were as- 

saulted and were not allowed lo join their work and those 
who stealthily went to join work were bodily removed, it 
appears that on 2-7-65 Shri D. Prashad, Secretary sent a 
report to the Sub-Divisional Officer, Dhanbad alleging, intcr- 
alia, that the Secretary had got report to the effect that when 
on 1-7-65 the workmen were going to attend their 
duties, they were assaulted and removed from the collierv. 
It was for the first lime that by this document dated 2-7-65 
the union made grievance by making a general complaint to 
the Sub-Divisional Officer, that the workmen were being 
forcibly removed by the lathials of the management. As 
pointed out above, Shri D. Prasad has not been examined 
to say what was the source of his information. The report 
to the S.D.O. also does not show the names of the persons 
who were the alleged assailants of (he workmen. The report 
does not. contain the names of the workmen who were 
assaulted and who were forcibly removed from the colliery. 
It appears from the letter Ext. VV-46 dated 3-7-65 that, the 
union for ,the first time made out. a. case of lockout with 
effect from 29-6-65 before the Regional Labour Commis- 
sioner (C), Dhanbad and for a declaration that the lockout 
was illegal. The allegation was that the workers were willing 
to resume duties and when they approached the manage- 
ment. for work they were assaulted, humiliated, molested and 
refused work. As pointed out above, no such case was 
made out earlier and no reason has been given as to why 
no such case was made out in earlier complaints, though 
the fact alleged in Ext. W-46 related lo the period when 
those complaints were made. 

44. I have already said above that the management has 
examined only 3 witnesses, out of whom MW-1 Shri 1L N. 
Banerjee is practically a formal witness. MW-2, the Atten- 
dance Clerk, is also a formal witness. Me has also stated 
that neither on 29-6-65 nor on any subsequent date the 
concerned workmen wanted to join duty. Nothing has 
appeared in his cross-examination to disbelieve his testi- 
mony. MW-3 is tho Manager of the Colliery Shri K. P. 
Mazumdnr. He has stated that, no workman was prevented 
from work with effect from 29-6-65 or on any subsequent 
date. He was not present at the time of occurrence, i.c., 
the marpit which took place on 29-6-65, and his statement 
about the disturbance is based on information received by 
hint from others. He, however, states in cross-examination 
that after (he disturbance Police was posted from 29-6-65 at 
the colliery and a Magistrate used to visit Occasionally. On 
behalf of the workmen the above statement, of MW-3 has 
not been challenged. There is no evidence to prove that 
any workman or the union, on behalf of the workmen, 
made, complaint before Police, who were posted at the 
colliery from 29-6-65 or before the Magistrate, who used to. 
visit the colliery for maintaining law and order, that the 
workmen were being prevented from joining the colliery by 
assault or threat of assault or that they were being removed 
by the men of the management forcibly from the colliery. 
I have already shown above that on the F.T.R, lodged be- 
fore the OfRcer Incharge of Kcndwadih Police Station at 
the spot, a case was instituted against some office bearers of 
Mine Mazdoor Union and some workmen, who were fol- 
lowers of that union, and the Police after investigation sub- 
mitted ehargcshcet against 27 persons out of whom 12 accuser! 
persons were absconders and 15 accused, including Shri T. H. 
Khun, General Secretary, Shri P. Jha, Vice-President and 
Shri Md. Hussain Khan. Organizing Secretary, were in cus- 
tody and they were charged for committing offences under 
Sections 147, 148, 149 & 380 of I.P.C. on 29-6-65 at about 
10 A.M. at Nim-dhnwrah in the premises of the colliery 


in question. Though there was allegation of assault on the 
workmen of Mine Mazdoor Union and the loot of their 
properties, there is nothing to show that any F.l.R. was 
lodged before the Police or any complaint case was filed 
before the_ Sub-Divisional Magistrate in this regard. 
Shri V. P. Gupta, Regional Labour Commissioner, Implemen- 
tation, Dhanbad does not support the case of the workmen 
that the workmen approached him and at his instance the 
management agreed to give employment to the workmen 
but the management reiused to employ them when tho 
workmen went to join their duty. It appears that manage- 
ment gave notices on 30-6-65, 1-7-65 & 5-7-65 (vide 

Exts. M-21 series) asking the workmen, who had gone on 
illegal strike from the first shift of 29-6-65, to report for 
duty. In the notice dated 2-7-65 the workmen were warned 
that il' they would not join within 24 hours, suitable action 
would be taken against them. The notice dated 5-7-65 was 
a general notice to the workers that if the workers would 
not join by 8-7-65 the management would take disciplinary 
action against them. These notices have been proved by 
the Manager of the colliery (MW-3). There is nothing on 
record to disbelieve his testimony in this regard. These 
notices of the management are indicative of the fact that 
the management were not against the workmen joining then- 
duties, rather the management was anxious to see that the 
workmen resumed their works, 

45. in consideration of the evidence and circumstances on 
record, already discussed above, I find that the workmen 
have hopelessly failed to establish that the group of 211 
workmen under consideration were refused employment by 
the management of Khas Kusunda Colliery on and from 
29-6-65 or any subsequent date. The fact however remains 
that the concerned workmen stopped work with effect from 
29-6-65, It is evident, in view of the evidence and circum- 
stances on record, that owing to the disturbance in the 
colliery on 29-6-65 (here was spontaneous stoppage of work 
by all the workmen of the colliery on that day, but the 
work in the colliery continued from 30-6-65 with a very 
small number of workmen. So far as the workmen of the 
group under consideration arc concerned, it appears that 
their continuance of suspension of work was due to the 
combination of several factors including the factum of des- 
truction of their flag in the night of 28-6-65, the arrest of 
the workmen, who were members of Mine Mazdoor Union, 
and of the union leaders by the Police, the fear of the 
workmen that they might be arrested by the Police, if they 
go to the colliery, in as much as a case against the work- 
men of Mine Mazdoor Union was pending investigation 
before the Police and the Policemen were posted in the 
colliery premises from 29-6-65 for maintenance of law and 
order, and the improper handling of labour situation by the 
union in the absence of the General Secretary and the 
Vice-President, who were already in custody. 

46. I find that barring 19 workmen, whose dismissal has 
been found to be unjustified while disposing point No. (1), 
the remaining workmen, whose names are given in the 
annoxure to the schedule of reference, were not refused 
employment by the management of Khas Kusunda Collierv 
of M/s. Khas Kusunda Colliery Co. (P) Limited with effect 
from the 29th June, 1965 and also from the dates subsequent 
to that. 1 have already found above that the dismissal of 
the aforesaid 19 workmen from service amounts to refusal 
of employment to them with effect from the date of their 
dismissal i.e. from 2-9-65. This point is thus disposed of 

47. The first part of the reference is answered according- 
ly. 

48. Point No. 7 — According to the reference, if it be 

found that there was refusal of employment to the work- 
men of (he schedule of reference it has next to be decided 
whether the action of the management amounted to victi- 
mization. So far as 19 workmen arc concerned, whose dis- 
missal from service by the management has been found to 
be unjustified for the reason that the departmental enquiry 
against them was held without giving opportunity to them 
to explain the charges and to defend themselves in the 
departmental enquiries, in my opinion, the dismissal of 
these workmen under the above circumstance by itself 

amounts to victimization. Regarding remaining workmen 

the first part of the reference has been answered in the 
negatix'e and as such the question of their victimization does 
not arise. In the light of the above finding this point 
disposed of. 



4400 THE GAZETTE Of INDIA : DECEMBER 29, 1973/PAUSA 8, 1895 [Part II- 


49, Point No. 8 — The next question that arises for con- 
sideration is what relief the workmen are entitled to in the 
light of the award with respect to the first two items of 
reference. So far as the 19 workmen, whose dismissal has 
been found to be unjustified, are concerned, namely, the 
workmen of SI. Nos. 17, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 31, 153, 
210, 231, 244, 246, 247, 252, 257, 258, 298 & 299 of the 
schedule of reference, they are entitled to be reinstated to 
the posts which they were holding at the time when they 
were dismissed from service, with continuity of service and 
with back wages from the date of their dismissal i.e. 2-9-65. 
The said workmen were dismissed from service more than 
eight years ago and the concerned workmen are not exa- 
mined to say that they are out of employment all this 
period. There is also no reliable evidence on record to hold 
that these workmen are not in employment from the time 
of their dismissal from service. Considering all aspects of 
the case my decision is that these 19 workmen will get half 
the wages from 3-9-65. So far as the question ns to the 
date of their reinstatement is concerned, 1 find that these 
workmen should report for duty within 40 days from the 
date of publication of the award and the management in 
that case will reinstate them to their posts. If the work- 
men do not report for duty within the said time, the 
management will not be bound to reinstate them. The 
concerned workmen will get half the wages upto the date 
of the publication of the award and also upto the date of 
their reinstatement from the date of publication. 

50. So far as the remaining workmen arc concerned, they 
are not entitled to any relief in view of the findings already 
recorded above. On behalf of the workmen it is submitted 
that these workmen also are entitled to be reinstated in as 
much as there is nothing on the side of the employers 
to show that their services were terminated by the manage- 
ment or the relationship of employer and employee as bet- 
ween them has ceased at any time and as such they will 
be deemed to be continuing in service and the Tribunal 
should order for their reinstatement. 1 am unable to accept 
this submission. The contention raised on behalf of the 
workmen is dependent on the finding on facts, the investi- 
gation of which is beyond the scope of the reference. Again, 
any investigation in this regard will amount to enlargement 
of the scope of reference which the Tribunal cannot do in 
view of the provisions of Section 10(4) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. The Tribunal has to confine its adju- 
dication to the points referred to it and matters incidental 
thereto. The point urged is not a matter incidental to the 
point referred to by the Government under Section 10(1) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. As the reference is, the work- 
men are entitled to relief only if there has been refusal of 
employment to them by the management and I have already 
recorded by decision on this point. 


dustrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Sawnng Colliery ol National Coal Deve- 
lopment Corporation Limited Post Office Sawang, District 
Ilazaribagh and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 3rd December, 1973. 

BEFORE the CENTRAL government INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 1), DHANBAD. 

In the matter of reference under section 10 (1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 12 of 1972 

Parties i 

Employers in relation to the management of Sawang 
Colliery of National Coal Development Corpoi ac- 
tion Limited, Post Office Sawang, District l-lazari- 
bagh. 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

Present : 

Mr. Justice D. D. Seth (Retd.), Presiding Officer. 

Lor the National Coal Development Corporation 
Ltd : — Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate. 

For the Workman : Shri S. Dasgupta, Advocate. 

State : Bihar Industry : Coal. 

Dhanbad, the 26th November, 1973 
AWARD 

Phis is a reference made by the Central Government 
under section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 by an order No. L/2012/215/71-LRI dated New 
Delhi, the 24th March, 1972 in respect, of an industrial 
dispute between the parties mentioned above. The sub- 
ject matter of the dispute has been spccilied in the sche- 
dule to the said order and runs us follows : — 

"Whether the demand of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
that Shri Mohammad Nazir Hussain, Overman, 
Sawang Colliery of Messrs National Coal Deve- 
lopment Corporation Limited, Post Office Sawang, 
District Hazaribagh should be promoted as 

Senior Overman with retrospective effect, is justi- 
fied? If so, to what relief is the workman con- 
cerned entitled and from what date ?” 


51. This point is thus disposed of. 

52. This is my award. Let the award be submitted to the 
Central Government under Section 15 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

Lastly, T like to mention here that this reference had a 
very chequered career. It remained for some time in Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, (hereafter 
it was transferred to Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
No. 2, Dhanbad for adjudication where also the reference 
remained for some time. Lastly, it came to this Tribunal 
on transfer and the major part of the evidence was received 
by my Pred eccssor- in-office . There was a large number of 
documents exhibited on both the sides, mostly during the 
time of my Predccessor-in-officc. The reference relates to a 
very large number of workmen and the Tribunal had to 
go through and scrutinize the mass of documentary evidence 
and also oral evidence, already recorded by my Predccessor- 
In-office, keeping in view the case of each and every work- 
men separately. On account of all these, it is regretted that 
there has been considerable delay in making the award. 

B. S. TRTPATHI, Presiding Officer 
[No. 2/121/66-LRfI] 

S.O. 3630. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
-rnment Industrial Tribunal (No. 1) Dhanbad, in the in- 


2. lhc reference was received in this Tribunal on 
27-3-1972 when usual notices were issued to the parties. 
On 15-4-1972 a written statement on behalf of the National 
Coal Development Corporation was received and was 
placed on the record. On 15-5-1972 the workman filed 
their written statement. On 3-10-1972 Shri S. S. Mukher- 
jee, appearing for the management, filed seven items of 
documents and Shri S. Dasgupta for the workmen filed as 
many as 48 items of documents. The parties also filed 
their rejoinders. On 25-10-72 Shri S. S. Mukherjee again 
filed five items of documents on behalt of the management 
Two more items of documents were tiled on behalf of the 
management by the Additional Chief Personnel Officer on 
15-12-1972. On 1-5-1973 another four items of documents 
along with a list was filed on behalf of the employers. 

On 1 8-7-1973 an application was filed by Shri S. Das- 

_gupta for production of certain documents by the manage- 
ment. The same day, on admission by Shri S. Dasgupta 
twelve documents out of fourteen filed by the management 
were marked Exls. Ml to MI2. Out of 48 documents filed 
by Shri S. Dasgupta on behalf of the workmen only 21 
documents were admitted by Shri S. S. Mukherjee and they 
were marked Ext. W1 to W21. The same duy the concerned 
workman Mohammad Nazir Hussain was examined as 
W.W. I. He proved documents Exts. W22 to Ext. W. 36. The 
examination of Mohammad Nazir Hussain was continued on 
26-7-1973 when he proved other documents which were 
marked Ext. W37 to Ext. W46, He was cross-examined and 
discharged. Thereafter, Shri S. Dasgupta closed his evidence 
on behalf of the workmen. Thereafter, Shri S. S. Mukherjee 
examined Shri Monohar Lai Gulali, Additional Chief 
Personnel Officer of National Coal Development Corpora- 
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lion as M.W.I who ptovcd the documents Ext. M13 to 
M21. He wax cross-examined and discharged. On 17-9-73 
Shri S. S. Mukherjee on behalf of the National Coal Deve- 
lopment Corporation filed only one document which had 
been summoned for production hy the management. 

3. As numerous documents have been filed bolh on 
behalf of the workmen and on behalf of the employers 
a reference will be made only to relevant, and important 
documents at appropriate places. 

4. The ease of the National Coal Development Corpora- 
tion Ltd., ns contained in its written statement, put briefly 
is that the National Coal Development Corporation was formed 
on 1-10-1956. Mohammed Nazir Hussain was promoted as 
an overman on 30-6-1960 after he had obtained the over- 
man's certificate of competency in September, 1959 as re- 
quired under the Coal Mines Regulations, 1957. On 
23-10-1963 Mohammed Nazir Hussain was transferred from 
Ciiridah to Saumla Colliery in Karanpura area and again he 
was transferred to Argnda colliery in the same area on 
14-12-1963. Thereafter, the concerned workman was again 
transferred to Sudamdih on 3-3-1965 but he could not 
join there because Ibe authorities of that plnce did not con- 
sider him suitable for the Deep Shaft Mining Project and, 
as such, on 27-3-1965 he was transferred to Korba where 
he joined in the ollice of the Area General Manager- 
On 10-5-1966 Nazir Hussain was again transferred lo 
Bokaro and Kargali area at his own request and since then 
he is posted at Sawang in that area, il is mentioned in 
paragraph 7 of the employers written statement that at the 
time of Shri Nazir Hussain’s transfer from Giridih to 
Saunda/ Argada he had not qualified for promotion to the 
post of senior overman under the Cadre Scheme of ihe 
Corporation. According to Ihe employers even at the time 
of his transfer from Argada to Korba Nazir Hussain had 
not completed live years’ service as air overman and was 
therefore not entitled under the Cadre Scheme for pro- 
motion as senior overman. While at Korba Nazir Hussain 
was not performing the duties of even an overman. Ac- 
cording to the management it is always Ihe right of the 
management lo transfer any workman from one place lo 
another on account of administrative reasons, and that the 
post of senior overman is a regional /area selection post 
and when an employee was transferred he is considered 
in the Region/Area where he is serving and not in the 
area which he has left, and seniority as an overman for 
promotion to the post of Senior Overman is no doubt an 
important factor but it is not the only yard-stick. Merit 
and suitablilily are more important factors for selection 
posts. The management contended that the case of the con- 
cerned workman (hat his transfer from Saunda to Argada 
Colliery has effected his chances of promotion is not correct. 
According to the management the concerned workman had 
himself voluntarily submitted in his letter dated 24-10-1971 
addressed lo the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), 
Dhanbad thal while in Korba area he was not performing 
the duty of even an overman. No post of senior overman 
has been created or filled up in Kargali or at Sawang 
Colliery since May, 1966 and thru even if any post of 
senior overman could be filled in Karanpura area, so long 
Mohammed Nazir Hussain was posted either at Saunda or 
Argada he could not be considered by any departmental 
promotion committee since he had not qualified himself 
under the Cadre Scheme for consideration for the post 
of senior overman because he became an overman on 
30-6-1960 and, hs such, until he completed five years as 
an overman his case could nol be considered by any de- 
partmental promotion oommiltee. According to the manage- 
ment no definite assurance for the promotion of Nazir 
Hussain could be given because his case was to be exami- 
ned along with such eligible employees of the area by 
the departmental promotion committee. Shri Nazir Hussain 
has never been discriminated against during his career 
under the National Coal Development Corporation and he 
has always been treated at par wilh other similar employees 
and that his case is not that of any supersession at all. 

5. On the facts mentioned above the case of the mana- 
gement is that the demand of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
thal Mohammed Nazir Hussain should be promoted as 
senior overman with retrospective effect is not justified. 11 
may be stated at. this stage that with effect from 16-3-63 
Shri Nazir Hussain was promoted to the post of senior 
overman in National Coal Development Corporation. 

6. The case of the workman as contained in their written 
statement which is rather lengthy is that on 1-10-1956 when 


4401 


National Coal Development Corporation came into exis- 
tence the ownership and management of all the collieries 
which formerly were owned and management by the Indian 
Railways and which were taken over by the Government 
of India sometime in June, 1944 came to be vested in the 
Corporation. At the time of taking over Ihe employees were 
assured lhat they will be retained at their old services and 
their service conditions and protection of all privileges and 
benefits were assured. In the railway collieries, experienced 
Mining Sirdars holding Sirdarship certificates used to be 
promoted as junior overman, from junior overman to over- 
man and from overman to senior overman, thus the line of 
promotion was as follows - 

1. Mining Sirdar ; 

2. Junior Assistant Overman ; 

3. Overman ; 

4. Senior Overman. 

Prior to 1959 all senior overman, overman, and junior 
overman got promotions from their substantive posts and 
mining sirdars on the basis of seniority and experience only 
and without passing any "qualifying test or examination” be- 
cause there was no statutory provisions for the post ■ of 
overman at lhat time and it was only after 1957 thal statutory 
qualifications and necessary examinations were prescribed 
for the post of overman. Nazir Hussain was originally 
appointed as a shot-firer assistant in 1938 in Giridih Col- 
lieries, at lhat time belonging to Indian Railways and with 
effect from 1-6-44 he was promoted as a junior overman 
and subsequently he was transferred to Bhurkunda in 1952. 
Wlii lie working at Bhurkunda Nazir Hussain was promo- 
ted as an overman vide Ext. W1 dated 20-11-1953 by 
the Chief Mining Engineer Railway Board, Calcutta and 
was asked to report at Kargali Colliery. That order was, 
however, cancelled and another order Ext. W2 dated 24-11-1953 
was passed and another junior overman i.e. Shri 
Nayeemuddin Ahmad was promoted in place of Nazir 
Hussain because the former happened to be senior to the 
latter. In paragraph 9 of the workmen’s written statement 
it is stated that although the seniority was stated to be the 
only criterion for promotion in case of Shri Nayeemuddin 
Ahmad, on 18-12-1957, Shri S. P, Sain, a junior overman 
employed at Giridih colliery was promoted as overman 
superseding the claim of Shri Nazir Hussain. It may be 
mentioned that Shri S. P. Sain was junior in service to Nazir 
Hussain. This contention of the workmen is admitted by 
management in its rejoinder (sec paragraph 9 of . the 
management’s rejoinder). Nazir Hussain's claim was again 
ignored when a Mining Sirdar, Shri J. K, Paul, an outsider, 
was recruited as an overman at Bhurkunda colliery itself 
where Shri Nazir Hussain had been working as junior over- 
man. According to the workman in consideration of the claim 
of Nazir Hussain the Chief Mining Engineer, Railway Board, 
Calcutta vide his Memo dated 24-11-1953 promoted him as 
a Loading Inspector blit the management of Bhurkunda 
Colliery did not release him (Ext. W5) and, as such, he 
could not avail of the position. According to the workmen 
Nazir Hussain continued to work as junior overman and the 
protests and representations made by him were of no avail. 
He was transferred from Bhurkunda lo Giridih in 1959 and 
ultimately on 30-6-1960 he was promoted as overman. This 
delayed promotion seriously affected his promotion. Nazir 
Hussain worked as an overman at Giridih Colliery till Octo- 
ber, 1 963 and his work earned high appreciation of his 
superiors (See Ext W10), From Giridih Nazir Hussain 
was transferred to Saunda on 24-10-1963 because Saunda 
Colliery, being a new project was in need of an overman 
experienced in dcpillaring. (See Ext. W13). Paragraph 15 
of the workmen’s written statement is important and rele- 
vant and is reproduced as below : — 

“That according lo the policy decision of the National 
Coal Development Corporation Ltd., the senior per- 
sons could be transferred (o new projects only on 
promotion and in case of same grade, only the 
juniormosl persons could be transferred. A copy 
of the Deputy General Manager's letter dated 
30-12-1963 enunciating the above principle is en- 
closed and marked Annexure ‘A’ to the workmen’s 
written statement. 

7. It may be mentioned that the management, in its re- 
joinder has not denied paragraph 15 of the workmen’s 
written statement. At the time of transfer of Shri V- 
Hussain the seniority list of Giridih Region container 
names of 13 overmen and Shri Nazir Hussain’s name 
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fourth from the top which shows that as many as 9 over- 
men were junior to him at that time. (See Ext. W36). 
The management's reply to this in its rejoinder is rather 
vague. When Shri Nazir Hussain protested against his 
transfer to Saundn Colliery he was informed by the Area 
General Manager, Giridih that he has been transferred 
because Saunda needed an experienced overman. Copy of 
the Area General Manager’s letter dated 4-10-63 is An- 
nexing 'Et' to the workmen's written statement. There- 

after, Shri Nazir Hussain was successively transferred to 
the following collieries in different projects: — 

24-10-1963 — From Giridih to Saunda Colliery. 

15-12-1963 — From Saunda to Argada Colliery. 

3-3-1965 — From Argada to Sudamdih (Here he 

was not allowed to join when he re- 

ported for duty). (F.xt. W37), 

29-3-1965 —From Argada to Banki Colliery. (Here 
he joined the A.G.M’s Cilice— not per- 
forming any duty as an overman). 

10- 5-1965 - — Transferred to Suwang Colliery. 

11- 7-1965 — Transferred to Pathcrkhera Colliery in 

Maharashtra. 

8. During the above transfers Shri Nazir Hussain was 

not given the benefit of seniority in any of the concerned 
projects. In paragraph 20 of the workmen's written state- 
ment it is mentioned that in the meantime i.e. after the 

transfer of Nazir Hussain from Giridih till his posting at 

Suwang Colliery us many as six overmen of Giridih Colliery 
were promoted to the post of senior overmen on the basis 
of seniority. These six overmen included 3 overmen who 
were junior to Shri Nazir Hussain in service. These 3 
junior overmen were us follows: — - 

(T) Shri S, B. Banerjcc, 

(2) Shri S. P. Banerjee, 

(3) Shri M. A. Rafique. 

All the three were promoted as overmen in 1962 (Ext, 
W36 and W45) and none of them completed 5 years ser- 
vice as overmen in terms of the Cadre Scheme, spoken of 
by the management. In the meantime, the other two over- 
men namely Shri S. P. Sain and Shri J. K. Paul of Bhur- 
kunda Colliery who were also promoted as Overmen super- 
seding the claim of Shri Nazir Hussain were also promoted 
as senior overmen. 

9. According to the workmen Shri Nazir Hussain was 
the victim of unfair discrimination since 1953 in as much 
as his claim for promotion was superseded under some 
pretext or other. The workmen also contended that 
from the above facts and circumstances it is clear that 
Shri Nazir Hussain was transferred from Giridih without 
giving him any promotion with a view to depriving him of 
due promotion as overman and with the motive of promot- 
ing employees junior to him in service. Shri Nazir Hussain 
went on representing his case and paying for promotion as 
senior overman and later on his case was taken up by the 
union of the workmen with the management. Conciliation 
proceedings having failed, the union referred the dispute to 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), Hazaribagh and 
later on to the Regional Labour Commissioner (C), Dhan- 
bad for conciliation. Those proceedings also ended in 
failure. 

10. In their rejoinders to each other’s written statements 
both the management and the workmen have challenged the 
statements ot each other and it is not necessary to repeat 
those contentions. It may however be mentioned that Nazir 
Hussain passed the competency examination and acquired a 
certificate under the Coal Mines Regulations, 1957 for an 
overman at the first opportunity in 1959 (Ext. Ml). 

11. The workmen’s case is that the action of the manage- 
ment in superseding the claim of Nazir Hussain originally 
for promotion to the post of overman and later on trans- 
ferring him from Giridih to other collieries without offering 
him due promotion as per rules prevailing in the National 
Coal Development Corporation at that time and also pro- 
moting persons junior to Shri Nazir Hussain to the post of 
senior overmen after his transfer from Giridih Colliery are 
unjustified, malafide, irregular and illegal and amounts to 


unfair discrimination and unfair labour practice. The 
workmen, therefore pray that the claim of the concerned 
workman for promolion to the post of senior overman with 
retrospective effect be held to be justified and it may be 
ordered that he be promoted to the post of senior overman 
with retrospective effect and may also be ordered to get 
his back wages and other benefits. 

12. Oral evidence produced by the parties may now be 
discussed briefly. Each party produced only one witness. 
On behalf of the workmen Mohammed Nazir Hussain was 
examined as W.W.l. He stated that he was at first appoint- 
ed in Giridih Collieries as a time-rated workman in (he 
capacity of sbot-firer assistant and in 1944 he was promot- 
ed us a clerk in the grain shop in the same colliery where 
he worked for about 3 months. Thereafter, he was pro- 
moted as junior assistant overman with effect from 1-6-1944 
in Giridih Colliery which Ht that time was under the Rail- 
ways. The collieries owned by the railways were taken 
over by the National Coal Development Corporation In 
1966. For the mining supervisors there were the follow- 
ing posts: 

(1) Mining Sirdar; 

(2) Jr. Assistant* Overman; 

(3) Junior Overman; 

(4) Overman; and 

(5) Senior Overman. 

The witness has stated that when he was at Giridih ne 
had the following certificates:— - 

(a) Sirdarship certificate with gas testing; 

( b ) Matriculation certificate; 

(c) Elementary Mining Course Training with Credit. 

13. In 1952 the witness was transferred to Bhurkunda 
from Giridih in the post of Assistant Junior Overman and 
in 1953 he was given promotion - to the post of overman. 
Letter of promotion to the post of overman is dated 
24-11-1953 (Ext. Wl) and was admitted by Shri S. S. 
Mukhcrjce. The witness stated that he received another 
letter of 25th November, 1953 modifying the original order 
promoting him to Loading Inspector and posting him at 
Secunderabad. The witness represented in writing against 
this order for modification. The representation made by 
the witness is dated 26-11-1953 and was marked Ext, W22. 
According to the witness the original order was modyfied 
because the management had informed him that Nayeenu 
uddin was senior to him. In 1955 (he witness received 
another letter, posting him us loading inspector at Kotha- 
guddum. In the meantime a vacancy occurred for the 
post of loading inspector at Dhanbad and the witness made 
a representation for being posted at Dbanbad. The re- 
presentation made by the witness which was submitted by 
him on 30-1 2-1955 was proved by him and was marked 
Ext. W23 on 8-6-1966 the witness made another repre- 
sentation to the Manager, Bhurkunda Colliery which he 
proved and which was marked Ext. W24. Shri Nazir 
Hussain also proved Ext. W25 which is a copy of his re- 
presentation for the post of overman bearing the date of 
24-5-1957. The witness yet made another representation 
dated 17-1-1958 to the Managing Director of National Coal 
Development Corporation which was marked Ext, W26. 
In 1957 or sometime in 1958 Shri S. P. Sain who was a 
junior overman to the wilncss was promoted as an overman 
at Giridih Colliery and at Bhurkunda Colliery an outsider 
namely Shri J. K. Paul was recruited as an overman super- 
seding the claim of the witness for promotion. According 
to the witness prior to the taking over of the colliery by the 
National Coal Development Corporation i.e. when the 
collieries were under the Railways, promotion of the min- 
ing staff was given on the basis of seniority and when the 
collieries were taken over by the National Coal Develop- 
ment Corporation the workmen were assured in writing 
that there would not be any changes in their service condi- 
tions. The witness was promoted as overman in 1960. The 
witness produced a copy of his application submitted by 
him on 5-8-1960 claiming retrospective effect of his promo- 
tion. This application was marked Ext. W27. The witness 
received a letter dated 28-10-1960 in reply to his application 
dated 5-8-1960 which was marked Ext. W28. According to 
the witness this letter hears the signature of Shri Lakhan 
Singh, Manager of Khurhurbari Colliery. The witness 
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stated that he was acquainted with the signature of Shri 
Lakhan Singh and identified the same. The witness was 
transferred to Giridih Colliery in 1959 where he was pro- 
moted as overman in 1960. Nazir Hussain continued to 
work in Giridih till 1963 when he was served with the 
transfer order to Umrer Colliery in Maharashtra but in 
supersession of the transfer order he was transferred to 
Patharkhera instead. The witness produced a letter dated 
5-7-1963 from the Manager, Khurhurbaree Colliery releas- 
ing him for transfer from Umrer and stated that it bears 
the signature of Mr. Dhilon, Officiating Manager with 
whose signature he is acquainted. This Tetter was marked 
Ext. W29. The witness also produced a letter dated 11-7-63 
from the colliery Manager, Khurhurbaree Colliery posting 
him at Patharkhera Project and stated that it bears the 
signature of Mr. Dhilon and further stated that he is 
acquainted with the signature of Mr. Dhilon. This letter 
was marked Ext. W30. Nazir Hussain produced a copy of 
his representation dated 17-7-1963 by which he expressed 
his inability to accept the order of transfer to Patharkhera. 
This representation was marked Ext, W31. Another letter 
dated 23-10-1963 releasing the witness from Khurhurbaree 
Colliery and requiring him to join Saunda Colliery was 
proved by the witness who stated that it bears the signature 
of Shri U. Kumar, Colliery Manager with whose signature 
he is acquainted. That letter was marked Ext. W32. 
Shri Nazir Hussain also proved his representations submit- 
ted by him to the Director of Production on 27-10-1963 
and 29-10-1963 which were marked Exts. W33 and W34 
respectively. The witness also proved a letter dated 
14-12-1963, transferring him from Saunda to Argada Colli- 
ery and stated that it blears the signature of Shri Banerjee, 
Dy. Superintendent of collieres with whose signature he is 
acquainted. This letter was marked Ext. W35. Nazir Hussain 
roduced a true copy of a circular dated 30-12-1963 Issued 
y the Dy. General Manager, addressed to all the project 
Officers and stated that he personally copied it from the 
office record. Mr. Mukherjee objected to the marking of 
this document as an exhibit, because it was neither the ori- 
ginal document nor a copy. The objestion of Mr. Mukher- 
jee was sustained by me. The witness proved a cyclostvled 
copy of seniority list of overman of Giridih Colliery wnich 
was marked Ext. W36. According to the witness it was 
the system of National Coal Development Corporation at 
the relevant time that if a workman -was to be transferred 
from one project to a new project in the same scale the 
juniormost was to be transferred and the senior was to be 
transferred only on promotion. According to Nazir Hussain 
there was a circular to that effect, a copy of which he has 
filed. Both Saunda Colliery and Argada Colliery' are new 
projects. When the witness was transferred from Giridih 
to Saunda. he was fourth in order of seniority of overman. 
In Giridih. there were 9 other overmen junior to him. 
On 3-3-1965 Nazir Hussain was transferred from Argada 
to Sudnmdih Colliery and on 10-3-1965 when the witness 
reported for duty at Sudamdih Colliery he was not allow- 
ed to ]oin on the ground that there was no quarter avail- 
able for him at that place. The witness produced a letter 
dated 10-3-1965 signed by Shri N. K. Gupta, Administrative 
Officer, Sudamdih Colliery saying that there was no vacancy 
for the witness at Sudamdih Project. According to the 
witness the letter was a signed copy given to him and was 
signed by Mr. Gupta in his presence and was delivered to 
him. This letter was marked Ext W37. Thereafter the 
witness came back and join at Argada Colliery. On 
22-3-1965 Nazir Hussain was transferred to Banki Colliery 
in Madhya Pradesh where he reported for work but was 
not allowed to ioin there but was asked to join in the 
office of the Area General Manager » Korba which he 
did and where he was not provided vjth any work. Ac- 
cording to the witness he had simply to sit in the office 
during the office hours. Nazir Hussain stated that he was 
confirmed ns an overman with effect from 1-7-1961. That 
order was Issued under the signature of Shri S. K. Mukhcr- 
iee. Additional Area General Manager in March, 1966. 
The witness stated that he knew Shri S. P. Banerjee and 
Shri M. A. Rafiq both of them were overman in Giridih 
Colliery and were junior to him but were confirmed as 
uvermen in 1964 and 1965 respectively. 

14. Nazir Hussain applied for bis transfer from Korba 
to some colliery in Bihar in 1965 but this application was 
relected. The letter dated 31-8-1965 rejecting Nazir Hus- 
sain's application for transfer from Korba was signed _ by 
Shri D. I.. Wadhera, Chief Personnel Officer whose signa- 
tures were known to the witness. This document was mark- 
ed Ext. W38. From Korba Nazir Hussain was transferred 
to Sawang Colliery in Bihar in 1966. The witness proved 
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his representations dated 16-9-1966, 21-11-1966 and 

23-12-1966 which were marked Exts. \V39, W40 and W41 
respectively. The witness admitted that there is a cadre 
scheme in the colliery belonging to National Coal Develop- 
ment Corporation. None ot the three overmen who were 
junior to the witness namely Shri S. B. Banerjee, S. P. Banerjee 
and Shri M. A. Rahq had completed 5 years’ service as 
an overman at ibe time when they were promoted as 
senior overmen. Out of these 3, two were Matriculates 
but M. A. Rafiq was not a Matriculate. Nazir Hussain 
stated that when he joined the Sawang Colliory there were 
two or three vacancies of senior overmen. He applied for 
one of those vacancies but no heed was paid to his appli- 
cation. The witness produced copies of letters and state- 
ment dated 29-8-1968 signed by Shri S. N. Singh, Secretary, 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Sawang Colliery Branch and 
stated that he recognises his signature and identified the 
same. This document was marked Ext. W42. Another 
letter dated 12/14-9-1968 signed by Shri P. K. Maffick, 
Dy. Superintendent of collieries, Sawang was produced by 
the witness who stated that he was acquainted with the 
signatures of Mr. Mallick. This document was marked 
Ext. W43. Another letter dated 28-5-1971 signed by 
Shri S. N. Singh, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh was 
produced by the witness who stated that he recognises 
Mr. Singh’s signature and identified the same. This docu- 
ment was marked Ext, W44. The witness proved Ext W45 
which is a statement showing tho seniority of overmen at 
Giridih Collieries as on 23-10-1963. This document was 
prepared by the witness and the witness certified the docu- 
ment to be correct. The witness also produced the state- 
ment showing his chronological service record. This docu- 
ment was marked Ext. W46. Nazir Hussain lastly stated 
that at present he is working as a senior overman since 
16-3-1973 at Jarangdih Colliery in B&K Group, 

15. Cross-examined by Shri S. S. Mukherjee the witness 
stated that he was aware that under the Cadre Scheme of 
National Coal Development Corporation an overman serv- 
ing as such becomes eligible for consideration to be pro- 
moted as senior overman but stated that he did not know 
if the promotion amongst the overman is area-wise. Nazir 
Hussain stated that overmen were called for interview for 
the post of senior overman but he was not aware if all the 
overmen called for interview were eligible for the post of 
senior overman under the Cadre Scheme, The witness also 
stated that he was one of the overman selected for the post 
of senior overman. Nazir Hussain stated that he did not 
know the number of overmen working in the different col- 
lieries in the State of Bihar, Orissa, Madhya Pradesh and 
Maharashtra nor could he state about the dates of their 
obtaining the overmanship certificate. The witness denied that 
he was not found suitable for working in a Deep Shaft 
Mining Project. The witness was shown an application dated 
4-4-1956 given by him to tho Area General Manager, B&K 
and stated that it bears his signatures. This document was 
marked Ext, M13. Nazir Hussain stated that he is unable 
to say whether he was transferred to Sawang Colliery on 
the basis of Ext. M 13. The order of his transfer was 
marked Ext. M 2. Nazir Hussain further stated that he was 
not aware that if an employee is transferred at his own 
request, he losses his seniority which he had in the area 
from which he had been transferred. Nazir Hussain ad- 
mitted that he does not possess any circular regarding the 
fact that the transfer to any new project is done only on 
promotion. Regarding his seniority list, Ext. W 45, Nazir 
Hussain stated that it was prepared by him on the basis 
of the seniority list issued by the National Coal Development 
Corporat'on in 1963 and also from the office record at 
Giridih Colliery. The witness further stated that he has in 
his possession the seniority list issued by the National Coal 
Development Corporation for the year 1963 from which Ext. 
W 45 has been prepared. Nazir Hussain further stated that 
when he was transferred from Korba to Sawang he was not 
the juniormost overman. His seniority was retained and his 
name was continued in the list of seniority in Giridih till 
1966. According to the witness he had good relations with 
his senior officers as long as he was in service and he had 
no quarrel with any superior officer of National Coal Deve- 
lopment Corporation. 

16. On behalf of the management only one witness namely 
Man oh a rial Gulatl was examined, He is the Additional Chief 
Personnel Officer in National Coal Development Corporation 
since 7th May, 1963 and knows Nazir Hussain. Accord’ 
to him the promotion of mining subordinate employees 

the post of senior overmen are done area-wise. After 


4404 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 29, I973/PAUSA 8, 1895 


[Part II — 


appointment of an incumbent as an overman five years’ are 
provided for a matriculate employee and in case of a non- 
matriculate employee he will have to put 8 years service in 
order to become a senior overman. Shri Gulati proved the 
copy of a leiber dated 16-2-1972 addressed by him as Addi- 
tional Chief Personnel Officer to the Chief Personnel Officer 
at Ranchi and stated that it contains the initial of General 
Manager. This document was marked Ext. M 14. He also 
proved a letter dated 28-4-1972 from the Deputy Chief 
Mining Engineer, Kargali to the Additional Chief Personnel 
Officer. The letter along with its enclosures contained the 
initials of Shri A, P. Patra the then Dy. Chief Personnel 
Officer whose signatures are known to the witness. This 
document was marked Ext. M 15. A copy of letter dated 
8-8-1961 from the Dy. Superintendent of collieries to Shri 
B. Chattcrjee and olhers contains the signature of Shri 
P. K. Mallick was produced by the witness who stated that 
he recognises the signatures of Shri P, K. Mallick. This 
document was marked Ext. M 16. A copy of an office 
order dated 16-12-1971 from the Chief Mining Engineer 
(B & K) to the Dy. S.O.C., Giridih was marked ’X’ for 
identification. Mr. Gulati then proved the office copy of 
a letter by the Dy. Superintendent of Collieries, Giridih to 
the Additional Chief Personnel Officer (B & K) and stated that 
it bears the signature of Shri Murmu whose signatures the 
witness knows. This document was marked Ext. M 17 Shri 
Gulati then proved a circulars dated 19-12-1964, 23-3-1965, 
27-9/4-10-1968 and 8-7-1970 which were issued by tho 
National Coal Development Corporation from time to time 
and stated that these circulars contain his signatures. The 
witness certified the circulars being a true copies of the cir- 
culars, These circulars were marked Ext. M 18 to M 21. 

17. Cross-examined by Shri S. Dasgupta on behalf of the 
workmen, Shri Gulati stated that prior to his joining the 
National Coal Development Corporation and even after his 
joining the Corporation the practice was that in case of 
surplus employees when they were deputed to new projects 
provided they were eligible, the seniormost men were sent 
on promotion. According to the witness it is not always 
the practice that juniormost has to go in his capacity and 
seniormost man must go on promotion. Transfers are made 
on administrative reasons. Shri Gulati further stated that 
cadre scheme of the National Coal Development Corporation 
is dated sometime 1962 when it was put into practice and 
further stated that in 1963 when he joined, the cadre scheme 
was under operation. If an employee is eligible for pro- 
motion and if he is surplus to the requirements at the place 
where he was working he was supposed to be sent to the 
new project on promotion. Surplus people are not removed 
from service, They are found places in other projects where 
there is a recruitment for the post. In the same grade the 
seniormost man is given the promotion on transfer when 
there is a surplus in a particular area and there is not 
equal number of vacancies in other area. According to 
Mr. Gulati the Departmental Promotion Committee is con- 
stituted for promotion before he joined the National Coal 
Development Corporation. A question was put to him by 
me that when there is a vacancy and Departmental Promo- 
tion Committee considers the promotions are all the eligible 
candidate of the area called for interview and the answer 
was as follows : — 

“When there is an area departmental promotion com- 
mittee it calls for eligible candidates from the area 
in proportion to the number of vacancy to be 
filled up and normally the persons called for are 
the seniormost In the area”. 

Another auestion was put to him as to what did he mean 
by proportion and the answer was : “If there is one vacancy 
and there are about 25 eligible candidates we do not call 
them all for one vacancy. Normally we call 5 to 7 senior- 
most candidates of the area". If a person is not eligible 
he is not called at all. If sufficient numbers of eligible 
persons are available iu the area, employees who are not 
eligible are not called for. 

18. Shri Gulati also stated that Nnyeemuddin Ahmad was 
an overman at Kargali Colliery in B & K Group. He was 
promoted sometime in 1964 through the departmental pro- 
motion committee of the area, The witness could not say 
whether any other persons were called for Interview when 
Nnyeemuddin Ahmad was given promotion in 1964. Lastlv 
Mr, Gulati stated that if there Is a vacancy for a post and 
if there are eligible persons within the area the National 


Coal Development Corporation does not go for outside 
recruitment. 

19. Relevant documentary evidence will be mentioned when 
the arguments of Shri S. S. Mukherjee and Shn S. Dasgupta 
are dealt with. 

20. I have heard Shri S. S. Mukherjee, appearing for 
National Coal Development Corporation end Shri S. Das- 
gupta, appearing for the workmen. 

21. Mr. S. Dasgupta’s first contention is that Nazir Hussain 
should have been promoted as senior overman with effect 
from 23-10-1963 when he was transferred to Saunda Col- 
liery from Giridih Colliery. It may be noted at this stage that 
Giridih Colliery was an old colliery while Saunda 
Colliery was a new project. It may also be noted that Nazir 
Hussain was transferred from Giridih to Saunda in the 
same post as overman according to the testimony of Shri 
Nazir Hussain, W.W. 1. 

22. The claim of the concerned workman arises only, 
mainly out of transfer from Giridih to Saunda in the same 
post with effect from 23-10-1963. 

23. According to Shri S. Dasgupta the policy decision of 
the National Coal Development Corporation for promotion 
of an overman as senior overman is contained in paragraph 
4 to Annexure ‘A’ of the written statement of the workmen 
which has been admitted in paragraph 15 of the management’s 
rejoinder. Paragraph 4 of Annexure ‘A’ to the workmen’s 
written statement which is dated 30-12-1963 reads as 
follows : — 

“Normally the Area General Managers should recommend 
the names of persons for filling up the vacancies in 
tho new projects either in the same grade or on 
promotion. While recommending for the same grade 
the names of the junior most persons should bo 
forwarded and in case of promotion the names of 
seniormost persons should be recommended”. 

24. In this connection document no. 29 produced by tho 
workmen is also relevant. The original of document 29 
was called for by the workmen from the management but 
they did not produce it. Document 29 is also dated 
30-12-1963 and the subject of the document is "recruitment 
in new projects/transfer of personnel from the existing pro- 
jects under different Area General Managers”. 

25. Shri S. S. Mukherjee on the other hand relied upon on 
the cadre scheme of the National Coal Development Cor- 
poration which is contained in Ext, M 6 at item no. 6 which 
relates to overmen. In item no. 6 are contained the follow- 
ing words : — 

“5 years or in case of non-Matriculate holding overman’s 
certificate, the minimum experience required should 
be 8 years”, and on top appear tho following 
words 

“Period for next promotion subject to suitability and 
availability of vacant posts". 

Shri S. S. Mukherjee contended that Nazir Hussain did not 
complete 5 year* las an overman and he could not be pro- 
moted as a senicl overman. He also contended that accord- 
ing to M.W. 1 the promotion of Overman was area-wise and 
was subject to the suitability which was to be decided by 
the Departmental Promotion Committee and also was subject 
to there being a vacancy, Shri S. S. Mukherjee contended 
that Nazir Ht]ssain appeared before the Departmental Pro- 
motion Committee along with other candidates in 1973 when 
he was promoted as senior overman in that area and hence 
Nazir Hussain can have no grievance. Mr. Mukherjee also 
contended that paragraph 4 of Annexure ‘A’ on which re- 
liance has been place by Shri S. Dasgupta is dated 30-12-1963 
and hence it was impossible for the management to have 
promoted Nazir Hussain with effect from 23-10-1963 which 
was earlier to 30-12-1963. 

26, I have given careful thought to the contentions of the 
learned counsel of the parties and I find great force In the 
submission made by Shri S. Dasgupta. The principle regard- 
ing transfer of an overman was decided long before December, 
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1963 which is clear from the first sentence of annexure ‘A’ 
dated 30-12-1963 which funs us follows : — 

"The policy of recruitment of personnel in the higher posts 
in the new Projects was already decided and circulated under 
D.P.R’s. letter No. DPR/Monthly-meeting/CMES, if dated 
14-6-1962, copy enclosed for ready reference”. 

27. The above sentence clearly shows that when Nazir 
Hussain was transferred from Giridih to Saunda on 23-10-1963 
there was already a circular which had been issued on 
14-6-1962 and according to that circular he should have been 
transferred to baunau as senior overman, it may also be 
noted at this stage that Nazir Hussain at the time of 
his transfer to Argada colliery on 30-6-1960 was senior to 
9 persons vide Ext. W 36 which is dated 27-2-1965 and is 
signed by Dy. Superintendent of collieries, Giridih and has 
been filed in original. Since Nazir Hussain was senior to 
9 overmen when he was transferred to Saunda ho should 
have been transferred as a senior overman. It may also 
be stated that the circular dated 14-6-1962 referred to in the 
first sentence of Annexure ‘A’ to the written statement of 
the workmen is a document of National Coal Development 
Corporation which clearly shows that the policy decision 
regarding transfer was taken as early as 14-6-1962 i.e. much 
earlier than the time when Nazir Hussain was transferred 
from Giridih to Saunda. 

28. Shri S. S. Mukherjee contended that since Nazir 
Hussain has already been promoted as senior overman with 
effect from March, 1973 and transferred to Jarangdih Col- 
liery the question whether he should have been promoted 
as senior overman with effect from 23-10-1963 is no longer 
a live issue. 1 find no force in this contention. Nazir Hussain 
was entitled to promotion as senior overman on 23-10-1963. 
He is entitled to his benefits with retrospective effect and that 
question has been specifically referred to this Tribunal for 
adjudication by the Central Government. 1 also do not find 
any force in the contention of Shri S. S. Mukherjee that 
promotion of Nazir Hussain was subject to suitability and 
availability of vacancy and also was subject to his having 
worked in one area as an overman for 5 years because he 
was subjected to so many transfers that he hardly remained 
in one colliery for more than a year and a half. Under 
these conditions how was it possible for him to have com- 
pleted 5 years service as an overman in the sarno colliery. 
Regarding there being a vacancy for a senior overman at 
Sawang Colliery when Nazir Hussain was transferred there 
the tact is clear from Ext. 39 which is dated 
16-9-1966 and is a representation made by Nazir Hussain 
overman of Sawang Colliery for promotion as a senior overman. 
In this exhibit he has stated that there was a vacancy in the 
post of a senior overman. Ext. W 19 is in reply to Ext. W 39 
and is dated 11-1-1967. The subject matter of Ext. W 19 is 
an application of Mohammed Nazir Hussain, Overman, 
Sawang Colliery for promotion to the post of senior overman. 
The following extract of Ext. W 19 is relevant in this con- 
nection and shows that the management had no intention 
of filling up the vacancy of senior over-man: — -“With refrcnce 
to your letter No. DS/APP/11040 dated 5/6-2-1966, this 
Is to inform you that as no post of Senior Overman is 
being filled up now, it is therefore regretted that the appli- 
cation of the above named staff cannot be entertained”. 

29. Shri S. S. Mukherjee also contended that promotion to 
the post of senior overmen were made at Giridih in 1966 
and Nazir Hussain was at that time was at Giridih and 
there is no reasons why he kept quiet till 1971. I am 
afraid, it is not correct that Nazir Hussain kept quiet till 
1971. As a matter of fact, Exts. W 40 and W41 show that 
Nazir Hussain made representations in 1966 itself regarding 
his being passed over for the post of 
senior overman. Then again in 1968 he made 
another representation (Ext. W42) through his union regarding 
the wrong done to him. As a matter of fact on 13/14-9-1968 
vide an Ext. W 43 the Dy. Superintendent of collieries, 
Sawang sent a reply to the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(C), .Hazaribagh regarding the demand of the union to which 
Nazir Hussain belonged in respect of his promotion as a 
senior overman. So it is not correct to state that Nazir 
Hussain kept quiet till 1971. Ho went on making represen- 
tations but to no effect. 

30. The next contention of Shri S. Dasgupta is that the 
numerous transfers to which Nazir Hussain was subjected 
amount to unfair labour practice because most of them 


contained no reasons. Mr. Mukherjee's reply was that most 
of the transfers of Nazir Hussain were cancelled when he 
made representations and also that some of the transfers 
were made at Nazir Hussain’s own request. 

31. 1 have given careful thought to the respective con- 
tentions of the learned counsel of parties and 1 find force in the 
the contention of Shri S. Dasgupta. It is true that some of the 
transfers to which Nazir Hussain was subjected were can- 
celled when he made representations but at the same time 
it is also proved that he was still subjected to numerous 
transfers giving no reasons and it is not correct to state 
that some of the transfers were made at his own request. 
While at Korba it is true that Nazir Hussain applied for 
his transfer vide Ext. W 38 but his request was turned down 
and hence it is not correct that some of his transfers were 
made at his own request. 

32. Shri S. S. Mukherjee then submitted that the transfers 
to which Nazir Hussain was subjected from one colliery 
to the another were for administrative reasons and the 
management has always the right to transfer a workman m 
another place it likes. In this connection attention may bo 
invited to Ext. W 13 dated 4-10-1963 which is addressed to 
Mohamed Nazir Hussain by the Area General Manager of 
the National Coal Development Corporation Ltd. The follow- 
ing paragraph of Ext. W 13 is relevant : — 

“It is only in case of surplus staff and workers that we 
have followed the policy of junior most men to be trans- 
ferred due to administrative convenience. The management 
has always got the right to transfer anybody from one place 
to another on account of administrative reasons. During 
my last inspection of Saunda Colliery, it was brought to my 
notice that the said colliery is in urgent need of one overman, 
experienced in depill aring, Please, therefore, transfer Shri 
Nazir Hussain immediately to report for duty to the Dy. SOC, 
Saunda”. 

33. Tt is true that the management has the right to 
transfer a workman for administrative reasons but those 
reasons must be judicious and reasonable reasons and 
cannot be exercised arbitrarily. According to Ext. W 13 
Nazir Hussain was a surplus person, Attention is drawn 
to Ext. W 20 which is a letter from the Chief Personnel 
Officer of National Coal Development Corporation Ltd., 
to the Assistant Labour Commissioner and is dated 
18-10-1968. From this exhibit it is clear that at 
Giridih Nazir Hussain was a surplus employee as is clear 
from the following quotation : “The Giridih Colliery is under 
way of closing and, therefore, its employees are gradually 
becoming surplus and, therefore, in their own interest they 
have to be transferred ; otherwise they will have to face 
retrenchment. Shri Nazir Hussain was a surplus employee 
in Giridih Colliery and, as such, he was transferred from 
Giridih Colliery to other project where vacancy was avail- 
able.” According to the policy decision of National Coal 
Development Corporation if Nazir Hussain was a surplus 
person at Giridih he ought to have been transferred from 
there as a senior overman. According to the principle 
enunciated in Ext. W 13 Nazir Hussain being one of the 
senior overman when transferred from Giridih should have 
been transferred in a higher grade. As has already been 
stated above annexure ‘A’ to the written statement of the 
workmen enunciated the principle of transfer adopted by 
the management which is clarified in Ext, W 13. All these 
documents support the claim of Nazir Hussain being a sur- 
plus person and, as such, he should have been transferred 
in a higher grade and it follows therefore, that- Nazir Hussain 
should have been transferred as a senior overman on 23rd 
October, 1963 or else the juniormost overman should have 
been transferred. Regarding the contention of Shri S. S, 
Mukherjee that the management has always got the right 
to transfer a workman for administrative reasons, it may 
be stated that Nazir Hussain was first transferred from 
Giridih to LImrer in Maharashtra on 4/J-7-63 vide Ext. 
W 11. No reasons for the transfer of Nazir Hussain from 
Giridih to Umrer is contained in Ext. W 11. Ext. W 11 
does not state that Nazir Hussain was being transferred for 
administrative reasons, According to Ext, W 29 Nazir 
Hussain was released for joining at Umrer but that order 
was recended by Ext. W 30 and instead Nazir Hussain 
was transferred to Patharkhera in Maharashtra. Nazir 
Hussain protested against this transfer and made a repre- 
sentation on 17-7-63 which is Ext. W 31. in reply to 
that representation he was transferred to Saunda ride Ext. 
W 13. If the management wanted to transfer Nazir Hussain 
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for administrative reasons why was he first transferred to 
Umrer from Giridih and then to Patharkhera and later on 
to Saunda ? Since the Area General Manager could not 
give any explanation or any reason for Nazir Hussain’s trans- 
fer to Umrer or Patharkhera it must be presumed that there 
were no administrative reasons at all for these transfers. 
After Nazir Hussain’s transfer to Saunda on 23-10-63 he 
was immediately, thereafter, transferred to Argada (see Ext, 
W 35) which is dated 14-12-63 which shows that Nazir 
Hussain stayed in Saunda for hardly two and half months. 
If Nazir Hussain’s transfer to Saunda was urgently needed 
as is mentioned in Ext, W 13 why was he immediately 
transferred to Argada ? Nazir Hussain obeyed the transfer 
order and proceeded to Argada where he was not allowed to 
stay because in March, 1965 he was again transferred to 
Sudamdih Colliery. This transfer letter is Ext. W 15 dated 
3-3-65. Ext, W 37 however shows that Nazir Hussain was 
returned from Sudamdih for the reason that there was no 
vacancy at Sudamdih, Under these circumstances can it 
be said that Nazir Hussain’s transfer to Sudamdih was for 
administrative reason? Nazir Hussain returns to Argada and 
immediately thereafter i.e. on 27-3-65 he was transferred to 
Banki Colliery. These transfers clearly show that Nazir 
Hussain was subjected to persecution and that the manage- 
ment was bent upon depriving him of his promotion as senior 
overman. At Banki also Nazir Hussain was not allowed 
to join but was sent to the office of the Area General 
Manager at Korba vide the deposition of Nazir Hussain 
W.W. 1. At Korba Nazir Hussain was only asked to sit on 
the office of the Area General Manager. 

34. Under these conditions can it be said that the above 
transfers were for administrative reasons ? In the meantime 
as is clear from Ext. W 33 Nazir Hussain expressed his 
apprehension that he would not be promoted as a senior 
overman. The following extractes from Ext. W 33 are 
quoted below : — 

“I may mention here that l am the second sr. most 
incumbent of Giridih zone and I have been depriving 
promotion in the near future, but I am afraid my 
claim for promotion in the near future may be 
ignored in case there being some more senior emp- 
loyees than me in the zone I have been transferred 
to*. 

"Under the above circumstances I most humbly pray 
that in case my transfer may not be withdrawn, 
1 may kindly be transferred on a promotion basis, 
so that I may be in a position to adjust financially 
the expenditures required towards my incomberanccs 
without affecting their lives for which I shall ever 
pray". 

35. When Nazir Hussain was transferred from Arkada to 
Korba several overmen were promoted as senior overman. 
Three of those overmen namely, Shri S. P. Banerjee, 
S. B. Banerjee and M. A. Raflq were actually juniors to 
Nazir Hussain. Nazir Hussain’s case was not considered 
because he was not at Giridih at that time. (See Ext. W 36). 

36. Thereafter, Nazir Hussain was transferred back to 
Sawang in Bihar by letter dated 23/25-5-66 (Ext. W 18) and 
it was at Sawang when the present dispute was raised by the 
workmen on behalf of Shri Nazir Hussain. The three 
juniormost overmen who have been named above who were 

romoted as senior overmen earlier than Nazir Hussain in 
966 were really junior to Nazir Hussain as is clear from 
Ext. W 36. Nazir Hussain was promoted as an overman 
in 1966 and hence in 1966, evidently he had completed more 
than 5 years as an overman and none of the three junior 
overmen named above had completed 5 years because all 
of them had been promoted as overman only in 1962. 
Moreover out of the three junior overmen, M. A. Rafiq was a 
non-matriculate for whom 8 years’ experience as an overman 
was required. 

37. According to Ext. W 45. Nazir Hussain was confirmed 
as an overman on 1-7-61. This also shows that in 1966 he 
had completed 5 years experience as an Overman. Hence, 
according to Cadre Scheme of the National Coal Develop- 
ment Corporation also Nazir Hussair had qualified for pro- 
motion when his three junior overmen had already been 
promoted. 

38. All these facts dearly prove that Nazir Hussair was 
being persistently persecuted and victimised. 


39. Shri S. S. Mukherjee contended that promotion of an 
overman to the post of senior overman is discretionary with 
the management but if the discretion exercised by the man- 
agement amounted to unfair labour practice and victimisa- 
tion, the Tribunal cannot interfere, This principle has been 
dearly laid down by the Supreme Court in Brooke Bond (P) 
Ltd. and their work (1950-57 5 S.C.L.J. page 3499 at page 
3500 as follows : — - 

"It is true that though promotions would normally be 
a part of the management's function, if it appears 
that in promoting one employee in preference to 
another, the management has been actuated by mali- 
cious considerations or that the failure to promote 
one eligible person amounts to an unfair labour 
practice, that would be a difficult matter”. 

40. For the above reasons my award is that the demand 
of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh that Shri Mohammed Nazir 
Hussain, Overman, Sawang Colliery of M/s. National Coal 
Development Corporation Ltd., P. O. Sawang District Hazari- 
bagh should be promoted as senior overman with retrospec- 
tive effect is justified. The concerned workman is entitled 
to be promoted as senior overman with retrospective effect 
with effect from 23-10-63 and is also entitled to receive back 
wages pertaining to that post from that date. 

41. Let a copy of this award be forwarded to the Central 
Government under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer. 

[No. L-2012[215|71-LRII] 


New Delhi, the 18th December, 1973 

S.O. 3631 — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby publishes the following award of Shri J. N. 
Das, Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Asapsol, 
Arbitrator, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Godhur Colliery of M/s 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District 
Dhanbad, and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 10th December, 1973. 

In the matter of arbitration under section 10A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 between the management of 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited in relation to their Godhur 
colliery, P. O. Kusunda, district Dhanbad and their work- 
men represented by Colliery Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC) 
Rajendra Path, Dhanbad regarding alleged illegal dismissal 
of S/Sri B. D. Singh, Ramdnari Singh and Kedar Dubey. 

Present : 

Shri J. N. Das : Arbitrator 
AND 

Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) Asansol 

Representing the Management : Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

Representing the Workmen ; (i) Shri Shankar Bose, 
Advocate (ii) Shri Uma Kant Singh, Organising 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC). 
Rajendra Path, Dhanbad. 

Industry : Coal State ; Bihar. 

No. E-l/18(2)/73 
Doted, the 4th December, 1973 

By their agreement dated 7-9-1973 the management of 
Godhpur Colliery of Bharat Coking Coal Limited (herein- 
after referred to as B. C. C. Ltd.,), P. O. Kusunda, District 
Dnanbad and the Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
(INTUC) (hereinafter referred to as CMS), Rajendra Path, 
Dhanbad, referred the following specific dispute for my ar- 
bitratilion under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 ; — 

"Whether the demand of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
Rajendra Path, Dhanbad for the reinstatement 
with full back wages in respect of S/Shri B. D. 
Singh, Clerk Ramdhari Singh, Mining Sirdar and 
Kedar Dubey, Trammer who were dismissed from 
services with effect from 9-4-1973, is justified? If 
so, to what relief is the concerned workmen 
entitled?”. 



Sec. 3 (ii) ] 
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The parties further agreed that the decision of the arbitra- 
tor shall be binding on them. 

2.1 The said agreement was also published in the 
Gazette of India vide Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour & Em- 
ployment), New Delhi's Order No. L-2013/1/73-LR. II’ 
dated 24-9-1973 as required under Sub-Section (3) of Sec- 
tion 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). 

2.2 The parties were accordingly asked to submit the 
written statement of their respective case. The management 
submitted its statement on 12-10-1973 and the same 
from the Organising Secretary, C. M. S. was received 
on 22-10-1973. A rejoinder to the statement of the 
workmen was also received on 1-11-1973 from the manage- 
ment. 

2.3 The case was first put up for hearing on 5-11-1973 
when Shri U. K. Jha, the Personnel Officer of B. C. C. Ltd., 
and Shri Shankar Bose, Advocate as well as Shri Lima Kant 
Singh, Organising Secretary of the C. M. S. were present. 
The Organising Secretary submitted a number of documents 
and the same being approved by Shri U. K. Jha, the Per- 
sonnel Officer of B. C. C. Ltd., were marked as exhibits 
W-l to W-10. On 7-11-1973 the workmen’s representative 
further filed a number of documents and these were marked, 
on being approved by Shri LI. K. Jha as exhibits VV-11 to 
W-14. However, Shri Jhn did not approve the document, 
viz., the letter No. ERA/71 /2377-81 dated 15-6-1971 from 
the Secretary of the C. M. S., Rajendra Path, addressed to 
the Manager, Godhpur colliery. This was later on proved 
by WW-1 in his examination-in-chief and was accordingly 
marked as exhibit W-ll. Shri Jha, the Personnel Officer of 
B. C. C. Ltd., also submitted 52 documents of which 4 were 
not approved by the workers representative. However, the 
remaining 48 documents were marked as exhibits M-l to 
M-48 as the same were approved by the opposite party. 
The rest of the documents t.e. 18 in numbers which were 
issued by the Manager of Godhur colliery on 19-9-1972 to 
18 wcikers calling upon them to appear in the enquiry pro- 
ceedings on 21-9-1972 were proved by MVV-3 and came to 
be marked as M-49 to M-66. M. W-2 in his examina- 
tion-in-chief proved the enquiry report and the enquiry pro- 
ceedings and these were marked as exhibits M-67 und M-68. 
In course of hearing on 10-11-1973 Shri Shankar Bose exa- 
mined 5 witnesses on oath on behalf of the workmen con- 
cerned in this dispute and they were cross-examined by 
Shri B. Joshi, Advocate for the management. Similarly, 
Shri B, Joshi examined 2 witnesses on behalf of the 
management on 22-11-1973 and the 3rd witness at Dhanbad 
on 26-11-1973. These management’s witnesses were also 
cross-examined by Shri Shankar Bose. On 29-11-1973 the 
Advocates from both the parties argued their cases and the 
argument was closed by them on 30-1 1-1973. 

3.1 In the written statement on behalf of the 3 work- 
men concerned in this dispute, viz-. B. D. Singh, Ramdhari 
Singh and Kedar Dubey, Clerk, Mining Sirdar and Tram- 
mer respectively it has been stated that the Godhur Colliery, 
P. O. Kusunda, Dist-Dhanbad till 16-10-1971 was owned by 
M/s. Godhur Colliery Company and the same mine was 
token over along with 213 other collieries by the. Govern- 
ment of India with effect from 17-10-1971. Upon nation- 
alisation of these mines the Govt, owned company, viz., 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited became the owners of this 
colliery with effect from 1-5-1972 along with other nation- 
alised collieries. Upon nationalisation the B.C.C. Ltd., took 
over the workmen of Godhur colliery as were on the rolls 
of employment of the previous employer on 16-10-197 1 on 
the same terms and conditions. That, B.C.C. Ltd., did not 
frame a separate standing orders after nationalisation but 
the same old standing orders as certified exclusively for 
Godhur colliery during the regime of the erst-while owner, 
viz., Godhur Colliery Company, continued to govern the 
service conditions of the workmen of the Godhur colliery. 
That, the 3 workmen, viz., B. D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh 
and Kedar Dubey were permanent workmen of Godhur 
colliery. 

3.2. That, the previous owner of the Godhur colliery ex- 
ploited the workers of the colliery in absence of a trade 
union to safeguard their interest. Therefore, the workers 
formed a branch of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC) in 
1970 and the 3 workmen as named above were elected as the 
office bearers of the said branch committee, in that, B. D. 


Singh and Kedar Dubey were elected Assistant Secretaries 
and Ramdhari Singh was electod as Vice-President. That, 
immediately after formation of the above branch committee 
the management started victimising the workmen and got 
filed cases under 107 Cr, P. C. The previous management 
employed Shri S. N. Sabi, Personnel Officer to terrorise the 
active workers of the Godhur colliery branch of C.M.S. That, 
Shri Sabi was personally prejudiced against the C.M.S. While 
be was working at North Damoda Keshergarh Colliery under 
the same old management and from where he was transferred 
and came to Godhur colliery. That, even after nationalisa- 
tion of this colliery Shri Sahl continued to harass the active 
workers who were members of the C.M.S. and was instru- 
mental in misguiding the higher authorities of B.C.C. Ltd. 

3.3. That, the Manager of Godhur colliery served iden- 
tical charge-sheets on 21-2-72 to 64 workmen including the 
3 workmen concerned in this dispute. That, the charge 
sheets were replied to by the workmen denying the charges. 
That, the management with a pre-determined attitude orga- 
nised a show of departmental proceedings. That, the enqiury 
that was held from 21-9-72 was perfunctory and continued 
for long many months and the 3 concerned workers came 
to be dismissed by a letter dated 9-4-1973. 

3.4. That, the rest of the 61 workers were allowed to re- 
sume their duties during the course of enquiry proceedings 
and no communication to them has yet been made about the 
result of the enquiry. That, the Enquiry Officer was influenc- 
ed by the management and the enquiry held by him was not 
impartial and natural justice was dented to the workmen. 

3.5. That, only 3 workmen were pin-pointed and selec- 
ted for dismissal. That, the dismissal letter dated 9-4-73 has 
been signed by the General Manager, Area No. 3 of B.C.C. 
Ltd., who had no jurisdiction to dismiss the concerned work- 
men. 

3.6. That, the chronological incident as alleged in the 
charge sheet dated 21-2-72, the selection of only 3 workers 
for dismissal out of the 300 in the alleged mob of workers 
and involvment of Shri S. N. Sahi, Personnel Officer would 

rove the malafide intention of the management against the 
workmen concerned in this dispute, 

3.7. That, the arbitrator should held that the dismissal 
from service of B. D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh 
and Kedar Dubey by the management of Godhur col- 
liery was not justified and that these workmen should be 
reinstated with full back wages along with all allowances that 
were payable to them had they not been dismissed. 

4.1. The management in their written statement dated 
12-10-73 have stated that B. D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh and 
Kedar Dubey were employees of Godhur colliery the mana- 
gement of which vvas taken over by the Govt, of India on 
17-10-1971 and the colliery came to be eventually nationa- 
lised when its ownership was vested under B.C.C. Ltd., a 
Govt. Company w.c.f, 1-5-1972. That, at the material time 
Shri A. K. Chatterjee was the Custodian for Godhur colliery. 

4.2. That, when the collieiy was in private hands all sorts 
of practices, some of which were not desirable, were in vogue. 
That, with the taking over of this collieiy naturally these 
were cured and which was not to the liking to the persons 
particularly those who were bullying over others. 

4.3. That, on 8-2-72 at about 8 A.M. in the morning a 
huge crowd numbering about 300 armed with deadly weapons 
like lathis and Bhallas and headed by the 3 workmen con- 
cerned in this dispute formed an unlawfull assembly and 
assaulted 2 overmen, one AsstL Manager at pit No. 1. That, 
the mob then raided the group office, broke the glass window 
and forced entered into the group office, dragged the Per- 
sonnel Officer, Shri Sahi and brutally assaulted him. There- 
after, the crowd also assaulted a Mining Sirdar, viz., Ramcsh 
war Singh, Shri B. L. Sharma, Asstl. Bhatta-in-charge when 
he tried to reason with the assailants. That, P. N. Singh the 
Labour Welfare Officer of the colliery was also assaulted. 

4.4. That, Shri A. K. Chatterjee the Custodian who hav- 
ing heard of the trouble informed Kenduadih Police Station 
and came back with the Officer-in-Charge of the Thana to 
the group office at about 8-30 A. M. That, while he and 
the Officer-in-Charge of the Poljce Station were reasoning 
with the crowd the mob at the instance of B. D. Singh bruta- 
lly assaulted him and the Officer-in-Charge causing them 
multiple injuries. 



4408 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 29, 1973/PAUSA 8, 1895 


[Part II — ■ 


4.5. That, since the above acts constitute misconduct under 
clauses 18(e), (i), (q), (r), (t), & (u) of the certified stand- 
ing orders charge-sheets were issued on 21-2-72 to 18 
workmen who could be identified out of the mob of 300. 
That, the concerned workers submitted identical replies to the 
charge-sheets. That, the replies to the charge-sheets having 
been found unsatisfactory it was decided to hold domestic en- 
quiry which was held by Shri S. N. P. Sinha, Personnel Offi- 
cer of Putki Colliery. 

4.6. That, the Enquiry Officer held the enquiry from 
21-9-72 to 25-9-72 and all the charge sheeted workmen in- 
cluding the 3 concerned workmen in this dispute took part in 
the enquiry. That, prosecution witnesses were produced one 
by one and examined and the concerned workmen were given 
all opportunities to cross-examine them as also to produce 
their witnesses in defence. The 3 workmen concerned in this 
dispute did not cross-examine any of the management’s wit- 
nesses but examined themselves only, 

4.7. That, the Enquiry Officer in his report dated 14-1-73 
came to the finding, on the evidences produced before him, 
that the 3 workmen concerned in this dispute, were guilty 
of the charges levelled against them. That, the Enquiry 
Officer also found the charge of riotous and disorderly be- 
haviour, forming unlawful assembly with weapons assaulting 
and causing injuries proved against 7 workmen and the rest 
of the 8 workmen among the charge- sheeted were acquitted 
for want of sufficient evidence against them. 

4.8, That, the Area General Manager, after carefully con- 
sidering the report of the Enquiry Officer and his findings, 
ordered on 5-4-73 the dismissal of the 3 workmen concerned 
in this dispute. That, other persons who were found guilty 
were also suitably punished. 

4.9, That, the concerned 3 workmen have been dismissed 
for gross misconduct and as such their dismissal was justified 
and no relief whatsoever is warranted. 

5.1. The Advocates of both the parties more or less 
elaborated their respective stands as mentioned in their 
written statements. I will discuss the distinctive features of 
their arguments in the succeeding paragraphs. 

5.2. The common ground is that the Godhur colliery was 
owned and managed by M/s, Godhur Colliery Company, 
P.O. Kusunda, Dist-Dhanbnd till 16-10-71 and from 17-10-71 
the Government of India took over the management of this 
mine along with 213 others in the country under the pro- 
visions of the Coking Coal Mines (Emergency Provisions) 
Ordinance, 1971 (Ordinance No. 12 of 1971). This mine 
along with other 213 coking coal mines were nationalised by 
the Govt, of India under the provisions of the Coking Coal 
Mines (Nationalisation) Act, 1972 (Act No. 36 of 1972) 
w.e.f. 1-5-1972. Since then B.C.C. Ltd., a Govt. Company, 
was made the owner of the Godhur colliery along with 213 
similarly nationalised coking coal mines. The 3 workmen 
concerned in this dispute viz., B. D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh 
and Kedar Dubey were working in Godhur colliery as Clerk, 
Mining Sirdar and Trammer respectively for a long time 
and had acquired permanency in their services. It is also a 
common ground that Shri J. C. Dhar was the Manager, 
Shri Ambika Singh was the Asstt. Manager and Shri S. N. 
Sahi was the Personnel Officer at Godhur colliery at the 
material time and Shri A. K. Chatterjec was the Group Offi- 
cer for a group of collieries including the Godhur colliery 
under him. On other points in their written statement the 
parties have taken different stands and have tried to prove and 
disprove the involvment of the 3 concerned workmen in the 
incident that allegedly took place on 8-2-1972 in the Godhur 
colliery. 

5.3. After going through the various exhibits filed by the 
management as well as by the workmen it is observed that 
on 21-2-72 an identical charge-sheet was issued to 18 work- 
men of Godhur Colliery, viz., B, D. Singh, Parmeswar 
Chamar, Kedar Dubey, Ramdhari Singh, Chhottu Rewani, 
Kadir Mia, Chhokori Mahto, Kamta Jado, R. N. Upadhyay, 
Dasarath Singh, Khedaru Nonia, Uma Shankar lado, Ram 
krit lado, Isdeo Jado, Rasik Manjhi, Marina Muchi, Rajaram 
Jado and Shamrathi Jado. These formed exhibits M-2, M-4 
M-6, M-8, M-10, M-12, M-14, M-16, M-18, M-20, M-22! 
M-24, M-26, M-28, M-30, M-32, M-34 and M-36. The said 
18 workmen had also given identical replies and these formed 
exhibits M-3, M-J, M-7, M-9, M-II, M-13, M-I5, M-17, 


M-19, M-21, M-23, M-25, M-27, M-29, M-31, M-33, M-35 
and M-37. Exhibits M-49 to M-66 are the letters dated 
19-9-72 issued by the Manager of Godhur colliery to the 
aforesaid 18 workmen asking them to participate in the 
domestic enquiry to be held on 21-9-72, Exhibit M-67 is 
the enquiry report dated 14-1-73 of the Enquiry Officer. 
Exhibit M-68 is the enquiry proceeding containing 
the statement of P. W-l to P. W-10 as also the 
statement of DW-1 to DW-6. P. W 3 is 
Shri J. C. Dhar the then Manager of Godhur Colliery 
P W, 7 is Shri S. N. Sahi the then Personnel Officer, P.W. 8 
Shri J. C. Dhar the then Manager of Godhur colliery, 
Ambika Singh, Asstt. Manager of Godhur colliery and 
P.W. 10 is Shri A. K. Chatterjee, the then Group Officer. 
P.W. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, & 6 are K. P, Kachha, Overman, D. L. 
Sharina, Bhatta-in-charge, Ramprasad Singh, Chaprasi, Kashi- 
nath Pandey, Overman and Ramsharan Singh, Mining Sirdar 
respectively. They are all workmen of Godhur colliery. 
D.W. 1 is B. D. Singh, D.W. 3 is Kedar Dubey and DW-4 
is R. D. Singh, the 3 workmen concerned in this dispute. 

5.4. After going through the statement given before the 
Enquiry Officer between 21-9-1972 to 25-9-1972 by all the 
aforesaid P.Ws. and D.Ws. as also other charge sheeted work- 
men, it appears that there was an incident during the first 
shift of 8-2-1972 in the Godhur colliery in which a mob 
violence took place. The first shift, it appears, started in 
Godhur colliery from 8 A.M. This incident has a root in the 
incident that took place on the 7th February, 1972 when 
B, D. Singh, Asstt, Secretary of the C.M.S. branch at Godhur 
colliery was receiving subscription from the monthly paid 
staff of the colliery. It appears that 7-2-1972 was the pay 
day so far as the monthly paid employees of this colliery 
were concerned. From all accounts it is established that B. D. 
Singh and Kedar Dubey were Asstt. Secretaries and Ramdhari 
Singh was the Vice-President of the C.M.S. branch committee 
at Godhur colliery. B. D. Singh in his above capacity was 
taking subscription from the monthly paid employees on 
7-2-ly72, the pay day. P.W. 3, 7, 8, and 9, who were the 
important officials of the management of the Godhur colliery 
have all testified that there was some scuffle between B. D. 
Singh, the Asstt. Secretary of the C.M.S. on the one hand 
and K. P. Kachha, P.W. 1 and K. N. Pandey, P.W, 5 ou 
the other hand, K. P. Kachha & K. N. Pandey were Over- 
men and were important members of the Indian National 
Mining Overmen Sirdars and Shot-Firers Association, a craft 
union functioning in many of the collieries falling in the 
states of WeBt Bengal and Bihar. These 2 Overmen not only 
refused to pay the subscription but also challenged B. D. 
Singh’s integrity. Naturally, this gave rise to quarrel in which 
B. D. Singh, at that being along in the colliery’s office, came 
to be assaulted. Since it was evening nothing untoward® fur- 
ther happened and the payment counter was closed. But the 
tension remained. Since an important official of the C.M.S 
was manhandled the previous evening this aroused a great 
tension among the members of the C.M.S., who mostly were 
weekly paid employees of the Godhur colliery. It may be 
stated that Shri J. C. Dhar, the then Manager of the colliery 
in his examination-in-chief before me has stated that the num- 
ber of employees in Godhur colliery might have been at 
least 1500 at the time of the incident. Of this figure it can 
safely be assumed that l/3rd of it might be the monthly 
paid employees who were members of 3 different unions func- 
tioning in the Godhur colliery. One was the INMOSSA, the 
other was the Godhur Colliery Workers Union and the third 
was the C.M.S. (INTUQ. The first two unions were indepen- 
dent whereas the 3rd one was affiliated to INTUC. The 
Godhur Colliery Workers’ Union which has been termed by 
the workers as a pocket union of the erstwhile private 
management went in oblivion after nationalisation. It has 
been alleged that S/Sri Ambika Singh, Asstt. Manager and 
S. N. Sahi, the Personnel Officer, were looking after the 
Godhur Colliery Workers' Union. B. D. Singh (D.W. 1) 
in his statement before the Enquiry Officer has m so many 
words emphasised that the Godhur Colliery Workers’ Union 
was a defunct union and its God-fathers included S/Sri 
Ambika Singh and S. N. Sahi, Be that as it may, the 
workers who were going to work in the first shift on 8-2-1972 
were all very much exercised after hearing the incident that 
took place at the pay counter in the evening of 7-2-1972 and 
they refused to work demanding an explanation as well as 
justice from the management. It appears that the feeling of 
the workers were running very high because of the subtle 
movement of S/Sri Ambika Singh and S. N, Sahi who were 
suspected by workers of engineering the trouble through 
K. P. Kachha and K. N, Pandey, The workers, most of 
whom carried their shovels, baskets, crowbars and mining 
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sticks, These were the implements provided by the manage- 
ment to workers in order to facilitate working. These mining 
sticks have been, perhaps, termed by the prosecution witnesses 
as lathis but such lathis were in possession with K. P. Kachha 
and K. N- Pandey the Overmen as also usually taken by all 
the supervisory staff like the Mining Sirdar, Prop-Mistrles, 
Asstt. Managers and Managers when they go down the mine, 
This is a practice which is available everywhere in the coal 
mines even today and is coming down since long many years. 
It appears that the workers of the first shift who were in 
procession in the morning of 8-2-1972 (all were the members 
of the C.M.S.) being exercised by the events of the previous 
day first went to the Lamp Room where scuffle arose again 
between them on the one hand and K. P. Kachha and K. N. 
Pandey on the other. It further appears that the provocation 
came from K. P. Kachha & K. N- Pandey which triggered 
of the violence and these 2 overmen were assaulted. Once 
the mob fury was aroused it became, perhaps, impossible 
for the leaders like B. D. Singh and Ramdnari Singh to 
control them and thereupon the crowd went to the group 
office where they found Ambika Singh and S. N. Sahi who 
too were assaulted and all others who came and opposed 
them also received certain injury. All concerned have stated 
that Shri A. K. Chatterjec the Group Officer when came 
to the group office along with the Officer-in-Charge of the 
Kenduadih Police Station was hit with brick-bats because 
Shri Ghatterjec was not agreeing as exhorted by B. D, Singh, 
to address the workmen and to pacify them saying that justice 
would be done. B. D. Singh in his statement before the 
Enquiry Officer has said that he was protecting Shri A. K. 
Chattcriee the Group Officer and in doing so he himself 
received injuries from the brick-bats. 


5.5. The statement of P.W. 8, who is the Labour Welfare 
Officer of the colliery given before the Enquiry Officer on 
25-9-1972 is outstanding because of frankness. It has 
been admitted by him that the root cause of this trouble 
was the 2 groups of unions functioning in the Godhur colliery 
and that the incident on 8-2-1972 had an important bearing 
on what happened in the evening of 7-2-1972 at the pay 
counter. P.W. 8 is frank enough to admit that the workers 
were divided into groups and it was impossible for anybody 
to say as to who was assaulting whom. He too received 
some injury but nobody was to be blamed because the groups 
of workmen were not exercising their minds. Thus, there 
was a mob violence wherein all those who were suspected by 
workers of antilabour practices and playing one group against 
the other came to be assaulted. It is significant that Shri 
J. C. Dhar, the Manager of the colliery was not touched at 
ail. Again, Shri Chattcriee received minor injuries from 
brickbats from the mob which had to be stitched later on. 
We have Shri Chatterjee's own statement before the Enquiry 
Officer as P.W. 10 to sustain this. Nowhere Shri Cbntterjee 
has said that he was brutally assaulted nor is any hint In 
his statement that the mob stalled assaulting him when B. D. 
Singh blew a whistle. This story appears to be very much 
exaggerated and its mention in the charge-sheet dated 
21-2-1972 is without any basis. The word 'brutally assaulted’ 
has occurred at many places in the said charge-sheets. From 
the evidences of P.Ws. before the enquiry it is clear that 
none has supported this story of brutal assault. On the 
other hand the P.W. 10 (Shri Chatterjec) has stated before 
the enquiry that it was B. D. Singh, who conducted him 
safe to his office. Another evidence worth noting is that of 
D, L. Sharma, Bhatta-in-charge. He is P.W. 2, He says 
that he saw the mob. While on the main road he heard 
people saying that Sahi was assanitod. He came back to 
the group office and on his way he heard from the son of 
Rameshwar Singh, Mining Sirdar, that his father has been 
assaulted. When he reached the group office he saw Ramesh- 
war Singh and Sahi lying on the ground and verandah res- 
pectively. It was at that time that B. D, Singh assaulted 
him with a lathi. This very same person (D. L. Sharma) 
is also the witness of the workers. He was examined before 
me as W.W, 5. He has testified that although he was 
assaulted on 8-2-1972 he did not see who was assaulting him 
He also did not find B. D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh and Kedar 
Dubey in the mob and he never found them rowdy on any 
occasion in the colliery. He was cross-examined by Shri 
Joshi before me when this witness stated that his statement 
before the enquiry officer was not at variance with what he 
stated before me as W.W. 5. 


5 6, Then there are lot of contradictions and inconsistench 
in the statements of various P.Ws. as deposed by them befoi 
the Enquiry Officer, P.W. 1 is K. P. Kachha. He wi 


the first man to be assaulted and he says that he saw B. D. 
Singh, Paremeswar Chamar, Kedar Dubbey, Rasik Majhl, 
Dasarath Singh, Kadir Mia and Ramdhari Singh assaulting 
him. He further says that he saw in the motor van that 
was carrying him to the Central Hospital that D. L. Sharma 
(P.W. 2) had his head fractured. But Sharma in his state- 
ment does not say a word about it. K. P. Kachha further 
says that in the Central Hospital he came to know that 
P.W. 2, P.W. 8 and P.W. 10 were also assaulted by the 
mob. His this statement is inadmissible as it is based 
on hearsay, P.W. 2 (D. L, Sharma) does not say as to who 
else assaulted him except B. D. Singh. His statement is 
also not reliable as he has deposed before me in his exami- 
nation-in-chief as W.W. 5 contrary to what he had said be- 
fore the Enquiry Officer. P.W. 3 is J. C. Dhar, the Manager 
of the colliery. He saw only 20 to 25 men with sticks etc. 
He did not see any person carrying ‘bhalla’ and other wea- 
pons. Continuing his statement before the Enquiry Officer 
he states that he got a report after some-time that Sahi was 
assaulted, He also heard later on that the Group Personnel 
Officer, A. K. Chaterjce (P.W. 10) was also assaulted. His 
statement is, therefore, inadmissible because it was based on 
hearsay. P.W. 4 (R. P. Singh, Chaprasi) says that about 7.45 

A. M, he saw 250 men with sticks and picks going to Pit 
No. 1. He further saw from his office that K. N. Pandey 
and K. P, Kachha, Overmen were taking lamps from the 
lamp room and at that time B. D. Singh assaulted K. N. 
Pandey. Ramdhari Singh, Kedar Dubey, Dasarath Singh, 
R. N. Upadhyay, Mndan Muchi and Rasik Chamar also 
assaulted Pandey. He has further narrated in a running com- 
mentry on various events that took place and in which the 
mob assaulted K. P. Kachha S. N. Sahi, P. N. Singh, A. K. 
Chatterjec, the Police Tncharge, D, L. Sharma, Ambika Singh 
and others. From the examination of various other state- 
ments of the P.Ws. it is clear that all these persons were 
allegedly assaulted at different places at different times. It 
is not understood as to how R. P. Singh (P.W. 4) could see 
all these happenings from one place simultaneously in all 
directions. Obviously this P.W. has narrated before the 
Enquiry Officer being fully tutored. The P.W.-5 (K.N. 
Pandey) says that he saw the mob at 7.30 A.M. on 8-2-1972 
going towards the Pit No. 1. He further says that when 

B. D. Singh tried to assault him and others started beating 
him with sticks he also started wedding his own mining stick 
which was later on broken. When he foil down on the 
ground he beard that K. P. Kachha, S. N. Sahi, R. P. Singh, 
D. L, Sharma, A. K. Chatterjec, the S. I. of Police and 
Ambika Singh were also assaulted. His statement is clearly 
unbelievable as the assault did not, on any account, took 
place at one place and simultaneously all the persons were 
assaulted. P.W.-6 (Rameswar Singh) says that while going 
to Pit No, 1 he saw in the field that K. N. Pandey was 
assaulted, Sahi, the Personnel Officer, was lying on the 
ground and B. D. Singh told him to immediately go away 
and then assaulted him. Contradiction is there in his state- 
ment also. It is not understood as to how B. D. Singh could 
simultaneously advise him to run away and assault him. Then 
wo have S. N, Sahi, the Personnel Officer (P.W.-7). He 
says that it was about 6.30 A.M, on 8-2-72 that R. N, 
Upadhyay, one of the accused along with B. D. Singh and 
other were shouting and he along with the Manager went to 
the Custodian’s office and remained there. He is the only 
witness who says that the accused persons were carrying with 
them lathi, bhalla, picks, ‘granshi’ (a flat weapon with sharp 
blade attached to stick) and bricks. He saw who assaulted 
K. P, Kachha and when Ambika Singh the Assistant Manger 
was trying to pacify the crowd he too was assaulted. K. N. 
Pandey, the overman was also assaulted, But the P.W. 3, 
i.e., J. C. Dhar says that he was sitting in his room along 
with Sahi and Ambika Singh when B, D. Singh came and 
took Sahi down below. One the other hand Sahi in his statement 
says that at the instance of R. N. Upadhyay, Ram Prasad 
Singh and Bisram Singh caught hold of his hands and 
R. N, Upadhyay pushed him down from the back. Then 
B. D. Singh blew the whistle and simultaneously sticks started 
pouring on him. He did not see who was assaulting him, 
But he saw that Rameswar Singh was being assaulted by 
the aforesid accused. It does not require much effort to 
find 1 the contradiction here as it is full of inconsistencies. 
Ambika Sinch the Asstt. Manager (P.W.-9) says that it was 
8.30 A.M. on 8-2-72 when he saw the mob coming in three 
groups and B. D. Singh was in the front with his staff in his 
hand. He further says thnt after the mob started assaulting 
the people who were standing at the lamp room and in the 
meantime K. P. Kachha fell down in his front and Ramdhari 
Singh gave him a blow from stick. Then K. P, Kachha 
made a loud report which attracted his (Ambika Singh’s) 
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attention. It is not understood as to how his attention could 
be attracted so late when K. P. Kachha had already fallen 
down in front of him. He then went to the Custodian Office 
where he saw the Manager and the Personnel Officer (P.W.3 
and P. W. 7 respectively) were sitting. But Sahi the P. W.-7 
aays that he saw every one being assaulted as if he was al- 
ready in the field moving everywhere simultaneously witnessing 
the assault here and there. He further says that B. D. Singh, 
Bisram Singh and others came to him with an intention to 
assault. He (Ambika Singh) prayed them and was spared. 
He had also stated that, in the Jeep while going to the 
Hospital, he saw K. P. Kachha, K. N. Pandey and Sharma 
in a precarious condition K. P. Kachha, K. N. Pandey 
and Sharma have never said this in their statements. 

5.7 The question is whether the statements of all these 
P.Ws can be relied upon or not in view of the aforesaid con- 
tradictions. The contradictions are also regarding the timming 
of the events that took place on 8-2-72 as also the chronology 
in the events. I have stated earlier that there was a mob 
violence and it is an undeniable fact that the mob which 
consisted of about 200 to 300 persons were very much exer- 
cised and indulged in rowdyism which resulted in the assault 
of various P.Ws. One thing straightens out that nobody 
was sure as to who assaulted whom. Even Snhi (PW7) 
has stated that he did not know who assaulted him and so 
have been stated by the P.W.8 and P.W.10 The state- 
ment of P.W. 2 is clearly unreliable and the P.W. 3 has 
not seen anybody being assaulted and he too was not assaulted. 
The P.W.3 is a very responsible officer being the Manager of 
the cohiery and he has clearly stated that P.W.7 and P.W.9 
were sitting along with him and remained in the Custodian 
Office the doors of which were closed. But the P.W.7 gives 
a running commentary of all the events as if he was seeing 
all these actions on a screen sitting in the room of the 
Custodian. All the above lead me to believe that although 
the assault was there in the mob-violence nobody could 
identify as to who actually assaulted whom except K. P. 
Kachha and K. N. Pandey and the entire story of brutal 
assault and the mob being armed with deadly weapons 
appear to be concocted. All the prosecution witnesses have 
stated that the workmen of the first shift were about to go 
to duty when they were asked by the leadership not to go 
down the mine but demanded explanation for the incident 
that took place on the previous day from the management 
personnel Including the Custodian A. K. Chatterjee. It is, 
therefore, clear that there was no pre-planning and all the 
workmen had gone to the mine along with their sticks, 
shovels, baskets, picks and other implements that were pro- 
vided by the management to facilitate work. 

5.8 It is an established fact that when the management of 
Godhur colliery were under private hands the colliery offi- 
cial were indulging in various malpractices on which the 
workmen of the colliery were very much exercised and that 
the management’s sponsored union, viz., Godhur Colliery 
Workers' Union, was not looking after the interest of the 
workmen of the colliery. This fact is fully corroborated 
by the written statement of the management wherein in Item 
No. 5 the following have been recorded; — 

"That while the colliery was in private hands, all 
sorts of practices, some of which were not desirable 
were in vogue. With the taking over naturally 
these were cured and which was not to the likings of 
persons particularly those who were bullying over 
others.” 

5.9 This gives credence to the argument of the workmen 
as made out by Shri Shankar Bose., Advocate. Unfortunately, 
this statement of the management is a sad commentary on 
the officers in whose hands the management of this colliery 
lay while it was privately managed. This supports the 
evidence given by B. D. Singh in his statement before 
the Enquiry Officer that it was S. N, Sahi and Ambika Singh, 
Personnel Officer and Asstt. Manager respectively (P.W.7 
and P.W, -9), who did not like the formation of the I.N.T.U.C, 
union in Godhur colliery and was looking after the interest 
of the management. This also gives an insight in to the 
fact that even after the nationalisation these officers did not 
reconcile although the B.C.C. Ltd., tried to cure all the mal- 
practices which were flourishing in the Godhur colliery before 
its take over by the Govt. Then we have the statement of 
W,W. 1, i.e. Hardwar Singh who is the Branch Secretary of 
the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC) fai Godhur colliery. He 


has deposed before me on 10-11-73 that it was the same 
S. N. Sahi who was previously working in North Damoda 
Keshergarh colliery as Personnel Officer and was responsible 
for the trouble in that colliery when CoUiery Mazdoor Sangh 
had formed its unit there. There was a case under Section 
107 Cr. P. C. in which Sahi had to execute bond of good 
behaviour before the court. Sahi in his deposition before 
me as M.W.3 has stated that he was there in North Damoda 
Keshergarh coUiery upto 1965 and being transferred he came 
back to Godhur colliery and remained there till 1972. Sold 
has also stated that there was trouble in the North Damoda 
Keshergarh coBiery when the C.M.S. (INTUC) had formed 
its unit there and a case under Section 107 Cr. P.C. was 
initiated. It is, therefore quite clear that Sahi who felt 
humbled by the C.M.S. while at North Damoda Keshergarh 
colliery tried to avenge himself when he came to Godhur 
colliery where the unit of the INTUC came to be formed 
sometimes in 1970. Even after the take over there was 
labour unrest in Godhur colliery as also in other collieries 
of the B.C.C. Ltd., and all these have been confirmed by 
J. C. Dhar (M.W.l) in his deposition before me on 22-1 1-1973 
M.W.l (J. C. Dhar) has also confirmed that he was gheraoed 
by the members of the C.M.S. in November, 1971 because 
he did not attend the conciliation proceedings on the fixed 
date before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Dhanbad with regard to retrenchment of a number of workmen. 
Such demonstrations and gherao were not to the likings of 
the management even ns the same adversely affected the service 
conditions of the workmen cannot be regarded as violence. 
It only gives an insight of the things that were happening 
when the officers of the Gadhur colliery tried to suppress 
the workers. Here it would be pertinent to point out that 
the behaviour of S. N. Sahi (M.W.3), while ne was in the 
box before me, was not proper and he always tried to dleliver 
homilies on the other parties and also tried to criticise the 
defence lawyer. It was none of his business to state that 
all concerned should evolve way & means through which 
the three workmen concerned in this dispute could be re- 
instated. Was it that he was weighyed down by his own 
guilt which pricked his conscience and he felt that all the 
three workmen, viz., B. D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh and 
Kedar Dubey who were wronged by him could even now 
spared?. 


6.1 Shri B. Joshi, Advocate of the management has stated 
in his argument that this is not a de novo trial before me in 
which all the accused as well as the prosecution witnesses 
should be examined. The proceedings before me should start 
with the examination of tne enquiry report and the enquiry 
proceedings and aB lhat I have to do is to find as to whether 
the enquiry was conducted in fair manner, principles of 
natural justice were observed, the findings of the Enquiry 
Officer was perverse or not and that the workmen concerned 
in this dispute have been rightly punished or not 
Even so, the onus lay on the workmen to prove that they 
were not guilty. In agreeing with the above view I have 
examined the enquiry proceedings very carefully and I find 
that the principles of natural justice have not been violated 
by the enquiry officer or the management. The charge 
sheeted workers were given all opportunity to examine them- 
selves as also to cross-examine the prosecution witnesses and 
produce their defence etc. Ail of the accused persons have 
not pleaded guilty and have also not cross-examined any of 
the management’s witnesses before the enqiury officer. Re- 
garding the other point of Shri Joshi as to whether the con- 
clusion drawn by the enquiry officer was perverse or not I 
have to say that the enquiry officer appears to 

have jumped on the conclusion abruptly and has not given 
any reason or ground for it. Ho has simply summarised the 
statements given before him by various P.Ws and D.Ws and 
has opined that he found B, D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh and 
Kedar Dubey guilty of the charges of notions and disorderly 
behaviour, causing damage to work in progress, forming 
organising and inciting unlawful assembly with deadly 
weapons, assaulting and causing injuries to several persons on 
8-2-72. He has also found Parmeshwar Chamar, Rasik Maji, 
Kadir Mia. R. N. Upadhyay, Dasarath Singh, Chhokari Mahto 
& Madan Muchi guilty of charges of riotous and disorderly 
behaviour, forming unlawful assembly with weapons, assault- 
ing and causing injuries to several persons on 8-2-72. He did 
not find sufficient evidences against the remaining 8 charge- 
sheeted workmen and ns such he did not held them guilty of 
the charges levelled against them. I have simply to refer to 
the various contradictions and circumstances that were 
narrated in the preceding paragraphs and have to say that 
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the conclusion drawn by the enquiry officer against the 3 
workmen concerned in this dispute, viz., B. D. Singh, 
Ramdhari Singh & Kedar Dubey, was not at all in consonance 
with the facts and materials on the records before him. It 
is a common ground that 18 workmen have been charge- 
sheeted out of 64 identified by the management’s personnel 
and of these 18, 3 have been dismissed, 7 have been punished 
with suspension of 10 days each and 8 have been exonerated 
of the charges levelled against them. It has been alleged 
that the crowd consisted of about 300 persons of whom only 
64 were identified and of the 64 only 18 were charge-sheeted 
It is not denied by anybody that there was mob gathering 
on 8-2-72 in Godhllr colliery in which several persons came 
to be assaulted. I have already held that the finding of 
the enquiry officer was actually no conclusion and it was 
palpably perverse. Amidst so many inconsistencies and 
contradictions it should not have been possible for the en- 
quiry officer to hold the 10 persons as named above guilty 
of various chares levelled against them. There is no evi- 
dence absolutely to show that the workmen forming the crowd 
were armed with deadly weapons and that the formation of 
the mob was pre-planned affair. It is clearly evident that 
all the workers were coming to the colliery pit for working 
In the mine ancil all of them had the necessary implement 
with them as were provided by the management to facilitate 
their working. Then again the charge-sheets to all the 18 
workmen are identical and although the enquiry officer holds 
the 7 persons guilty of the charges levelled against them the 
management comes to excuse them with simple punishment 
of 10 days suspension. There is nothing on the record to 
show that these 7 persons had pleaded mercy before the 
management so as to warrant punishment of their 10 days 
suspension only. Then the question comes as to how these 
3 persons were only sleeted for dismissal. We have already 
seen that these 3 persons were the office bearers of the 
C.M.S, (INTUC). I have also analysed the role played by 
S. N, Sahi, Personnel Officer, as well as Arnbika Singh, 
Asstt. Manager. It is needless to point out again that these 
'2 officials had certain grudge against the C.M.S. and that 
they had embarked upon anti-labour practice when the 
management of Godhur colliery was in private hands. Even 
after nationalisation they could not forget their past and 
tried to fish in the troubled water. The Manager himself 
has stated that there was labour unrest In the collieries of 
B.C.C. Ltd., and it is still so now. Instead of pacifying tho 
workmen who were aggrieved these 2 persons appear to 
have encouraged these workmen, of-course remotely and very 
cleverly, to accumulate their grievances which culminated 
in the incident that took place on 8-2-72. 

6.2 In view of the foregoing I hold that the findings of 
the enquiry officer was perverse and that the dismissal of 
tho 3 workmen was not justified. It is on record that 
the enquiry ended on 25-9-72 and the enquiry officer has 
submitted his report on 14-1-73, i.e., nearly after 4 months 
The only explanation of the enquiry officer was that he was 
in the meantime transferred to Lodna where he had a lot 
of work to do. This argument sounds empty. The Enquiry 
Officer was given an important assignment where all the 
18 workmen were suspended from the date of issue of tho 
charge sheets,, l.e, 21-2-72 and he knew fully well _ the 
importance of his work. There was no reason for him to 
delay the submission of enquiry report by so many months. 
This has naturally aroused suspicion in the mind of the de- 
fence and they have formed the opinion that the enquiry 
report was written and re-written of some high-ups in the 
management to suit their design. I would simply like to 
say here that to some extent this idea is inescapable that the 
enquiry officer was influenced. His enquiry report also 
supports this view where he has not given any reasoning or 
ground for the conclusion he has drawn. 

6.3 In the light of the aforesaid discussions I answer the 
reference as under: — 

(a) The demand 1 of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
(INTUC). Rciendra Path, Dhanbad that B. D. Singh, 
Clerk, Ramdhari Singh, Mining Sirdar and Kedar 
Dubey, Trammer should be reinstated is justified. 

(b) The natural relief, in the circumstances, that can be 
given to these workmen who were dismissed with 
effect from 9-4-1973, would be to pay them full 
wages and allowances which would have been pay- 
able to thfem had they not been dismissed from the 
date they were dismissed and I award it accordingly. 


(c) Since there was a mob violence and assault on 
several persons on 8-2-1972 and that the 3 persons, 
viz., B. D. Singh, Ramdhari Singh and Kedar Dubey 
were all in the mob and they being the important 
officials of the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh can not 
naturally escape the blame, They, therefore, also 
be suspended for 10 days without wages as was done 
by the management in case of the 7 other workmen 
whose names have been mentioned above. I feel 
that the end of justice would be met by suspending 
these 3 workmen for 10 days without wages. 

7. This is the Award I give. 


J. N. Das, Arbitrator & 
Regional Labour Commissioner (Central). 

[No. L-2013 (1) /73-LRII] 

S.O. 3632. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, in a petition 
filed under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
by Shri Joti Mahato, Mazdoor, Coal Washing Plant Jarna- 
doba of Jorapokhar Basti, Post Office Jamadoba, District 
Dhanbad, against the management of Tata Iron and Steel 
Company, Limited, Post Office Jamadoba, District Dhanbad 
which was received by the Central Government on the 5th 
December, 1973. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, (No. 2) AT DHANBAD 


Present: 

Shri K. K. Sarkar — Presiding Officer. 

Complaint No. 13 of 1972 

In the matter of a Complaint under S. 33A of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


Parties: 


Joti Mahato, Mazdoor, Coal Washing Plant, Jamadoba 
of Jorapokhar Basti, P. O, Jamadoba, District 
Dhanbad. 

Complainant. 


Vs. 


Tata Iron & Steel Co., Ltd., P. O. Jamadoba, District 
Dhanbad. 


Opp. Party. 


Appearances : 

On behalf of the complainant — None. 

On behalf of the Opp. Party— None. 

State : Bihar Industry : Coal, 

Dhanbad, 23rd November, 1973 

AWARD 

This is an application u/s 33 A of the I.D. Act filed by 
Shri Joti Mahato, Mazdoor, Coal Washing Plant, Jamadoba. 

The case of the complainant is that a Reference No. 9 
of 1971 in respect of a dispute between the company and 
its workmen is pending for adjudication in this Tribunal and 
during the pendency of that proceeding the complainant has 
been dismissed from service by the opposite party with effect 
from 28-10-1970. The complainant is a workman concern- 
ed in the above reference. The opposite party has contra- 
vened S. 33 of the I, D. Act, 1947 as he has been dismissed 
without obtaining approval of the Tribunal u/s 33(2) (b) 
of the I.D. Act. It is alleged that there was no proper and 
impartial enquiry in respect of his dismissal. The opposite 
parly in their written statement gives a complete denial to 
the complaint as filed by the workman. 

The complainant did not appear and take any steps on 
successive occasions since 9-5-1973 when the complaint was 
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fixed for hearing. The last date fixed was 22-11-1973 and 
on this occasion none of the parties was present nor any 
steps taken by them. The absence of the parties and specially 
of the complainant on successive occasion who has to prove 
his case leads me to believe that the matter has been amic- 
ably settled between the parties out of Court. No dispute 
therefore exists any ( more. The complaint is therefore dis- 
posed of on a no-dispute award. 

K. K. SARKAR, (Judge), Presiding Officer. 

[No. Z-2025/24/73-LRIL] 
New Delhi, the 19th December, 1973 

S.O. 3633. — Tn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, in petition filed 
under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 by 
Shri Bistu Mnhato, Winding Engine Khalasi, Jorapokhar 
Basti, Post Office Jamadoba, District Dhanbad against the 
management of Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post 
Office Jamadoba, District Dhanbad which was received by 
the Central Government on the 5th December, 1973. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, (No. 2) AT DHANBAD 

Present : 

Shri K. K. Sarkar — Presiding Officer. 

Complaint No. 10 of 1972 

In the matter of a Complaint under S. 33A of the Indust- 
rial Disputes Act, 1947. 


therefore exists any more. The complaint is therefore dis- 
posed of on a no-dispute award. 

K- K. SARKAR, (Judge), Presiding Officer. 

[No. Z-2025 /22/73-LRII.] 

S.O. 3634. — Tn pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, in petition filed 
under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, by 
Shri Jagoo Mahato, Winding Engine Khalasi, Jorapokhar 
Basti, Post Office Jamadoba, District Dhanbad, against the 
management of Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post 
Office Jamadoba, District Dhanbad, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 5th December, 1973. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, (No. 2) DHANBAD 

Present : 

Shri K. K. Sarkar — Presiding Officer. 

Complaint No. 11 of 1972 

In the matter of a complaint under S, 33A of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Parties : 

Shri lagoo Mahato, Winding Engine Khalasi, Jorapo- 
khar Basti, P. O. Jamadoba, District Dhanbad. 

Complainant 

Vs. 


Parties: 

Shri Bistu Mahato, Winding Engine Khalasi, Jorapokhar 
Basti, P. O. Jamadoba, District Dhanbad. 

Complainant. 

Vs. 

Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., P. O. Jamadoba, District 
Dhanbad. 

Opp. Party. 


Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., P. O. Jamadoba, District 
Dhanbad. 


Opp. Party. 


Appearances t 

On behalf of the complainant — None. 

On behalf of the Opposite Party— None. 

State i Bihar. Industry : Coal, 


Appearances : 

On behalf of the complainant — None. 

On behalf of the Opp. Party — None. 

State i Bihar. Industry : Coal. 

Dhanbad, 23rd November, 1973 
AWARD 

This is an application u/s 33A of the I.D. Act filed by 
Shri Bistu Mahato, Winding Engine Khalasi. 

The case of the complainant is that a Reference No. 14 
of 1970 in respect of a dispute between the company and 
its workmen is pending for adjudication in this Tribunal and 
during the pendency of that proceeding the complainant has 
been dismissed from service by the opposite party with effect 
from 5-11-1970 by its letter dated 28-10-1970. The comp- 
lainant is a workman concerned in the above reference. The 
opposite party has contravened S. 33 of the I, D. Act, 
1947 as he has been dismissed without obtaining approval 
of the Tribunal u/s 33(2) (b) of the I.D. Act. It is alleged 
that there was no proper and impartial enquiry in respect 
of his dismissal. The opposite party in their written state- 
ment gives a complete denial to the complaint as filed by 
the workman. 

The complainant did not appear and take any steps on 
successive occasions since 9-5-1973 when the complaint was 
fixed for hearing. The last date fixed was 22-11-1973 and 
on this occasion none of the parties was present nor any 
steps taken by them. The absence of the parties and specially 
of the complainant on successive occasions who has to prove 
his case leads me to believe that the matter has been amic- 
ably settled between the parties out of Court. No dispute 


Dhanbad, 23rd November, 1973 
AWARD 

This is an application u/s 33A of the I.D. Act filed by 
Shri Jagoo Mahato, Winding Engine Rhalasi. 

The case of the complainant is that a Reference No. 14 
of 1970 in respect of a dispute between the company and its 
workmen is pending for adjudication in this Tribunal and 
during the pendency of that proceeding the complainant 
has been dismissed from service by the opposite party with 
effect from 20-11-1971 by its letter dated 13-9-1971. The 
complainant is a workman concerned in the above re- 
ference. The opposite party has contravened S. 33 of the 
I.D. Act 1947 as he has been dismissed without obtaining 
approval of the Tribunal u/s 33(2) (b) of the I.D. Act. 
It is alleged that there was no proper and impartial enquiry 
in respect of his dismissal, The opposite party in their 
written statement gives a complete denial to the complaint 
as filed by the workman. 

The complainant did not appear and take any steps _ on 
successive occasions since 9-5-1973 when the complainant 
was fixed for hearing. The last date fixed was 22-11-1973 
and on this occasion none of the parties was present nor 
any steps taken by them. The absence of the parties and 
specially of the complainant on successive occasions who 
has to prove his case leads me to believe that the matter 
has been amicably settled between the parties out of Court. 
No dispute therefore, exists any more. The complaint is 
therefore disposed of on a no-dispute award. 

K. K. SARKAR, (Judge), Presiding Officer. 

[No. Z-2025/23 /73-LRIL] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Dy. Secy. 



4413 


Sec, 3 (ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 

wra mnwu 
win 

qf ftesft, 3 0 qqiT/;, 1973 

qq° Wf ° 36 3 5 — *RT, ft 'WRT fillft'rtriq 5)31 
4 qr firf/rff* iT fqqfttqff sfh: qq% qqftqr qql$< mrr 
%■ qrq tpr iilefiniq, ftrrq fqsj‘ii'1 
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(iv) snnfaa otw 4 qqfqrrff q?I mrqq 16 

JtTTTWT: — 

(v) faqiq iRT STffTfaa qT OTT^RT: 1 
5 F*TTftq qpf q,*ftl<f qff 
STWftPT TTWi : — • 

(fF fTTR qr/ff % ftt Wt qq fqfaqqq ipr TT tT RJ'6< 

fFTT ) I 


*frt qa; Urfi fqrfrsrqfi tfft q,4qK Jr fwq *rftr- 

fwr, 1947 ( 1 947 <CT 14) t?! OTTT 1 0-T qfl mrETRT (l) 
$ irtfa qis qpq q qrrn; jrt tpv faqra fit qrwwq % ftn?, 
Prffora' qpnl <rrr <ittr tR fam $ *fft tut mwm qRK qft 
tjq; srfa ms wftrfqmT qff ottt io-t stht/i (3) % werfa 
%/sPt wcqqr. qq 'faft $ ; 

urn, w, t/h wfsrfqqq qft hut 10 -qi qff qqtrnr ( 3 ) 
% Vpjtrnq Jr, SpfBl HT*RR RTR JTTCTRm qRR aft TIT 
20 ft tfsre , 1973 qfr fwr nr, srqqfirfq q-Rifr | 1 

qrrn: 

(xflrrtfrpR fqqre wftrfqqq, 1947 th trm 10 -qr % Rtfft) 

qwqirff qrr hut : — 


qsiRq Trqor qqra: qf qw qft TfqftT 4: vfcrt; qr qqJr t/Vt 
Tfqq 4r 4tqt qft qfq 4 1 <f4 f/q, frrfftq qnK STTT q^r q r 
^ot i qft 3Rn: qfer qqfq ^ 4tur: qqm: qff ftm arraT 
at qsq^qq ^ firtf fqefsr Tqq: 7^ arm^rr siVt ?f qrr qrEqrqq 
fqir qrqqfq qr7ft qft Rpi?r ^ i 


qtqqfq^ 

fqqtTOT qq gfqfqfsrcq fR% qi% 


TTT«fT : 

1. “qFRfr fiRTTiT qqqqr 

2 . 'ft o iTFTo <von 


4 ql (1 ' M in 

4 4 *1' 1 0* 3TT qfofqfu^q TR/t 
qiJr 


fqqrqqf to qfqfqfeq tr 4 qm : — 'ft rfPrq fir?, 

q(?IW qfvqq, (WT°), 
ft tftrR itz qfmtrtfqq 
qftf^^qrftrftrtq, JtqqR-i?, 
ft#tTO 

qqftrr qr qfqftfuqq <R3ft qftr: — 'fr wtsr, 

qrq ftfttw, qiqrsn: tfti, 
farm ar/TUT 

qwqnft % tfrq fqvqftrfftq wWrftqr fq^re «ft fo Trsrr- 
qftqq , t^p/sr '.rt (^"tq), qi fqmft % qTsqrqq % 

fm; fqrfw qnft m ttr f*RT qqr f i 


[Sfc, tJHo 12012/123/73 (r^WR 3)] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th Nov, 1973 

S.O. 3635 — Whereas an industrial dispute exists between 
the employers in relation to the Punjab State Co-operative 
Land Mortgage Bank Limited and their workman Shri Manohar 
Lai; 

And whereas the said employers and workman have under 
sub-section (1) of section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to refer the dispute to arbitration by 
arbitration agreement and have forwarded to the Central Govern- 
ment under sub-section (3) of section 10A of the said Act, a 
copy of the said arbitration agreement; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 
10A of the said Act, the Central Government hereby publishes 
the said arbitration agreement which was received by it on the 
20th September, 1973. 

AGREEMENT 

(UNDER SECTION 10A OF THE INDUSTRIAL DUS- 
PUTES ACT, 1947) 

BETWEEN 

Name of the parties : — 


(i) faqTwrm faqq ; — 


(ii) ftqrc % tswr/I wn ftqrq 
ftenh Tpiftfmv ?mqq m 
qqqvH qrr nw wft 'ftt vfr 
qfJqftm |[ : — 

(iii) qft qftf mr sippet qniqnT 
<rt srfhftftpq qRhT ft tfr 

l HTH 


"qnT ft rftuq qiiThq- 
f feq ci * ut/'I 4 a*R 
ftrfhir, q"*t<irj' % sftq- 
«TT sh, *ft vpfTfT RTTRV 
JftTtf 20 TPPJ’R, 

1972 4 mnRr TR?t qft 
qrftqrt ^tr wtr qnq'tfmr 
| ? qfq ?ft q^ ftq 

vjriiq qq siqiii < ^ ?' 

«ft qqftr m/r, 

q i q * - — qtnr 

fttcTT — q/fETT 

ft HXiq TTT 

4-s nf /ifs 4qr fq®, 

hqr/ — 1 7, ^ «Pn? i 

5^474 


Representing employers— 


Representing workmen — 


Shri Pritam Singh, Assistant 
Secretary (Admn.). The Punjab 
State Co-operative Land Mor- 
tage Bank Ltd., Sector-1 7, 
Chandigarh. 

Shri Manohar Lai, Village 
Jindeval, P.O. Banga, Dis- 
trict JuIIundur. 


It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following 
industrial dispute to the arbitration of Shri E. Rajamanickum, 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), New Delhi. 
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(i) Specific matters in dispute— “Whether the action of the 

management of the Punjab 
State Co-operative Land Mort- 
gage Bank Ltd., Chandigarh 
in terminating the services of 
Shri Manohar Lai with effect 
from the 20th October, 1972 
is legal and justified? If not 
to what relief is he entitled?." 

(ii) Details of the parties to Shri Manohar Lai, P.O. Banga, 
the dispute including the District Jullundur, 

name and address of the 
establishment or undertak- 
ings involved. 

The Punjab State Co-opera(ivc 
Land Mortgage Bank Ltd. 
Sector-17, Chandigarh, 

(iii) Name of the union, if 

any representing the work- 
man in question. -NIL- 

(iv) Total number of workmen 

employed in the underta- 16 approximately 
king affected . 

(v) Estimated number of 1 

workmen affected or likely 

to be affected by the dis- 
pute. 

(We further agree that the decision of the arbitration shall 
be binding on us), 

This arbitrator shall make his award within a period of six 
months or within such further time as in extended by mutual 
agreement between us in writing. Ill case the award is not 
made within the period aforementioned, the reference to ar- 
bitration shall stand automatically cancelled and we shall be 
free to negotiate for fresh arbitration. 

Sd /- Pritam Singh Sd /- Manohar Lai 

Representing employer. Representing Workmen 

Witnesses : — 

1. Sd/- Mrs. Kiran Manchanda. 

2. Sd/- P.S. Rana. 

[No. L. 12012/ 123/73/LRI11] 

ff/, 15 1973 

«HT, m. 3636.— W: RH*! arfyftTRR. 193G (1938 

tPT 4) 4^ OTJT 15 RW*T (1) ^ 

aNifrr; arhrf^rr, 1947 (1947 

iff! 14) 4? 3f#T RfkcT 

Of. 2), *ET4G, ^ RW fltwfcT f , 

dfft *7R: \TTrT Pltwiff 4^ ifapf dlvOtT , 

3frT:, 3{T, BRET srF'trT'H 'tf-H , 1936 (1930 4T 4) 

hrt 24 imr slVff urn 15 sturt (i) fnrr 

JtlT'KIdl 47T RBI*) =ti *7 7*6 1 1 7W fi 1 

qrf, fclW TUB «1? RR4TY fcfcJ fvE* RTRT R747T7 4 

put atf* itim ^ it. 477, zn. 2505, 

ni/tm 13 1960 Y Tflfy^rt^ 51ft 3TT 

ip qr sr*tf IT fcpiftfW *17 R^W RB*?^ 

^tt Rrr^rf Y wr r* fararm *rft 3741 

qrf, ^i*tf it rr) pet# BfwriVff 

r, * 557*7 ^ ?‘ c rf 1 'W 4 4 ) fkq unYferr 4 rTrff 

[r. t*r. 31012/9/72/wr. 3 tr. 3] 

t?T. faWl, 3R1 r5V-T 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 1973 

S.O. 3636, — Whereas certain applications under sub-sec- 
lion (1) of section 15 of the Payment of Wages Act, 1936 
(4 of 1936) are pending before the authority, namely, the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, 
constituted under the Industrial Disputes /Vet, 1947 (14 of 
1947) ; 

And whereas the services of the said authority have ceased 
to be available ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 15, read with section 24, of the 
Payment of Wages Act, 1936 (4 of 1936), the Central 
Government hereby allocates the said applications to the 
authority appointed under the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Labour and Employ- 
ment No. S.O. 2565, dated the 13lh October, 1960, for the 
district of Dhanbad in the State of Bihar, to hear and de- 
cide all claims arising out of deductions from the wages, 
or delay in the payment of wages, of persons employed or 
paid in that area including all matters incidental to such 
claims in railways or minos. 

[No. S. 3 1012/9/72/LRIIT] 
K. M. TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

R*7 fll* *7*747* fa'UT'T 

*rf fkYt, ts finrwrr, 1973 

Wo WTO 36 37. — B4*T *37*7 RftTT sptqTJr 4497* 
srfWwr, 1961 ( 196 1 TT 58) Yf at*T 7 Y WJBB 4 if YuTlq 
RTWT 31 *7T*f, 1973 Yt *74T*7 gb farffa 4R Y irY*74 TO 

RfirfbRR ip WEtPt RRY fwr-WTFlf Yf PnBfBfgR f*if |2 gq 

■rf % YwEfREb *T%7 TTTrfw TRl) $ | 

*77*7 — 1 

HTOTBJ — 7(77 rMYtR *f blY? BBRtl 137777 4R|q if fqihfqB 
BfaYf Y ( 6e4l u l Yt S7ST4T 4*7 *77*7 fYbt-TRTYl ifY fqt7B7fqi7 
47717 % fwff 3ft STB Jr TJTTTfiPf tBTW % nf/7 rfftrff 

9T 50 If WRfipP HR Tb W7 TtiTfiPR Pk 7ni|RT7 

WS fW77 *747 I I BR7T57 tff HttBIR 7T 25 ^ 57fl7 fifkf 
5*7 S I W RtVf'IMU W PT/fTf 'T^bfr n 3^3 C, 19 63 fl fwT7 *147 
47 trk kr *7lX77, TTR xflr 3I4 Y B’k-'BXR STB Tb 
196 4 77 B7*7 fwt *I4T 4T I BfsrfTPTR *7 77*1^X74747 477*7 <S)fr747 

1674777 3W7 (BBl»7*T) X7fuf*ra*7, 1 970 STT7 *77713*7 fWT7 *1*77 
f 1 tUTtUR Bftjfwt Y JfrfdlT iff TFItif % *17*7, qijw xrft7|7T4*7 
47*4 BY* 4775*71* *74*7^ T* *77 7774 (ft 5714*77 I 197 0 Ywftlfqqit 
gl*T 4447* % 44^7T 4 4fl 444T4 !tfT47 SI TfT4774 47*^44 B4JFS7 
f414T *747 ^1 fr*fl *fl *704 if B-TTTfe *77Y TlY* 44W 44 'Jr4TE7 
47*4 RTbff ^Fff ( S7T7 *1477 40*774 444^4 37 6474 T* , qfrf 7^ 
44-47 44 f4474 f*P4 1 4747 /, 4777 77747* 4T 4 \*A 6 IJ I *ff*7T-5174> Y 
Wf if BY* 44t Bk BTEL TT : 34*fr*7 kt % 57*4* ?Y fYff 
4777 747477 454^4 a N 74-5^*47 % ¥4 if f*747 4177 1 I 05ft(74 
Xtffi 1*74*7 Y 44*7 ftY T* 4415744 34*YftT4 4fY47 4*Tl*ff (ft Btkff I 

2. XTfdlWt Y BhYr f44 4447177 41474 ) fkBTTRTTm Y fYY 

73447 * Y 47*r*ff T7 73941*7 f447 47*4 §7, 4 4 ^* 73^447 647**4 
BY* 447k Y 0;47*, 7T]iff Yf *747-47*7, Xfl* f4f4**77 *7*577(77 

(jfwrxff 471^*477*47, 4 tY Y 47*77 47I *e*tt^ bY* a*nt Yf 

gbrnml, fwwt *7*474) Rf/ftTixfi 4Y 544*41, 9 *7t*t if 

*!'II •' lT7n*i X77474 qY* B’lflK-'jfe 5771*7*7 ii, 4747f*[ f 7 44741 if 
g(J7* ; *T*7f*.¥4 *7*47tf7 ^fRWTBf Yf 744*47 B)* 47T4-79R 4* 
Y 47% b" 1 * 4^t ft 474*7 ITT*) Y f*T4 4f*454 4*t *44* 7 *7 
*7*4fi(J4 | I 
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3 . leuuufe 1969 fe trfef prf kur 4 fefeu oui^+k 
uk snr fe fe fferrfkr % truurr i 2 'U\fef, isgs ^rr rfer 

HUFF UUU fe?ff 4 FfUPUUU % fife UfeUU ?TT^IfT’F c r Ffefe % 

fife fwfkr urfe % fife Differ ufeu T fwru % ffe rT*fr 
ufufa ft uuu feu uut '4: i ufufir if 5® fuuruu i s rfeuf 
•fr fuu ffeuffer fe fufet 4 wturt tr feu, 2 uu suru tf feu, 

5 FUTF*U mufef gfumtrf UUT 7 ufeuf (tfffeF ufelUU WTTfe) 

% fetr «ff i fe if if 1 5 feffe fe ihfh if sufetfer ferr, 2 fe 
® 1 ? feu uut | uk fe fferrafeu | 1 

4. truf fe fear ukr, (feu,, mu ukr, u^kicj, feju, 
ufeur muff uut urm, uuu wk ku % uu Tfer-akr 4 Tmu- 
fufeu l^tUT % trsumu jjtu 4 fe4 fe f : — 

(i) fafom mmert ufawnf : — k kf fuffeur gfetrfer 
4 fufTC UU =tr URTUTIUT if fe ututu IfeTUTU uk 

uu ttWettuu, ukur nru T fefer irk mut 4 

k HTUffe feTPU %ur, WST F tk if fe 

uruffe feruu feu UUT fe HU fuffeUT 5[fe, UKU 

feu ifej % ttutjrt trk krrfkrr unfer % fife kuu 
fefeUT ^1UJ, 4 ^ % 3 ?mff trk (JTFT® £if k w 
trWmuu uk ummu if fe uu femnuu urfmr | i 
fek wfuffeu truer ukr akr % fife fe uu feferrr 
fe-i z trk 4 Vi 6 1 afe ^r feu rps ffupjuu urk fe j km 
Uu £ fife k feruu uTferr mju fe uf k i 
fe tr**JUU-fe-UU fuffeuruu kfe mu ukr % 
uurfWT trruuu trk m mtt if *fpt ufe utu uk 
muFtr aferff nk jsfef % unfe fe# 

<r*-«£fu rjfkr ferrrr ffeur uft ^ 4 f i irk 

nn fefewT ijfe, <T^;ra ^ fm wt 
^ 5 wrfiRT afe % fet tfec uff it£ if i ruwrr 

ff u^p: % uulkrup if 2 5 ufeff ufe trur %^tu 

truruur, fa^ur fe uKifli^rr 4 so feff ufe ^usffu 
truruTU, uftu u? fefeur mu i 4 ?kr if 20 ufeu 

TT?r k^fu trurcrur * fkrfe % fe4 vff iFfff ljf | 1 
M (urniuf) if trurur ffffeff % fe 4 turfe q^miff 

uff flUUUUT % feu 5 FTfeaUn 1 UFFTf Uff U jj^j Ut ^ I 
fefT ITIVIT ^ fe UftU if tUM d 1 4 UUT FFTO FFTFT IU 
uu % ukur ^ ^f urufif 1 efe if 

truurur uu ferK q^r ir ?f ?[TU 4 ffeu uu ^ur 1 1 
ututr 4 fe^rr if urrnqruTT ?fe % fe 4 ' 5 0 q-fef f ufe 
irrqcU<?r qfr 4 f fejrr uf ^ tfk wfer if, ferr if 
tuquur k iurfe utt 4 f feruu feu | 1 4 % ?jukt- 
4 1^41 if 50 'fe j if uni truruFT iur jiiai ^ ifk unu 
uruu uKt*r urrur ^ uif i\ uku muru wiom uu 
W truurra' if feru ?;r uuuut 1 

5 . ffif uk turuF luFfer uk 44 ^ f^fef % tuuu ^qukr 
% fe 4 , 4 r kfe if uuu f tik feuk fuu' tu‘fer-n^ if ^rur 
tuuruui Turkf % turaru k ^feytuf k urrrf 1 um r ur 1 
uiukfffuuuT trkTFr-n^, ferf if fefrn: afe T urfuk ^ fe 4 45 
fer trk kfer afe % ijfkf T ffe 1 1 'feu, trrrffe fer u 4 
f 1 fei^uur kfu fefifeu =5 ffeu? fe^u uuu tuumu if usu 
sfer 4 <5ffe % feu uf 'fer mrfeu fuk k f 1 kfer 
trkuu-’j^, kuTuf if fafer mrracj % fe 4 4 f uf feu turfaru 


ffe u^ | urtrr tr r?rk mum uf'ukf % feu 5 feuf uu tnuauu 
ukf -usT uur ^ 1 utiu % uf feu wuufef if <utu fer^kf is 

uk tf; f> T q- ] 5 UTUT-U feu Uf ITTTfeU ffe UU ^ I fenT if 

fej-r^u frfuuf uut urufeur_feff ir 4 > 1 tu uruukf % suru % 
feu 4 f uu rff «pf mf wr uur ur 1 

6 . ufm, ueu feu, irk uffur ^ ^ru Furfuuf fe, 
fekH ^k truuF rsffef % uiru?' fe)f feferuur iflwuru 
fewf fe uuru 'uju, u^tuut tuj^ru feu uu 1 1 fefeT if ufeuff 

tffF fefuife fe ufe 3TTT UUIU life ufe UFraTU if t{ufe 
ufe fe uur 4 T ffe ufrruuT iujutu uu uuru fer ifr fe 4 

50,000 UUU fe feu feu fe fe ut I feifR if Ufefe ffUU 

ur^r uruuTU if uut feku feu?r uu^rnrurffouro iuuutu if 
ffeurffu UTfUF Ur Ffe 8 3 , 6 4 0 ufe fe tUTUTU ffe u 4 I UFU 
feu % -4 TO ryr UfTUTU % feu fuuu UUFFT % fe 4 54,632 
Ufe fe feu UUF fe uf iff | 

(ii) fuh?t wk uukfeu u^au qffefef: — fefef fe efrfe 
fuau uur uurfeu uturuf gfuEmff if u^uffu uuuun, ufutu 
kjff, truuTU u^t ifcurfe ut uutut utut fe ifeu?; n- 1 

ft ffe UU I : — 

(UT) UJ ^feu feUTU-3 6 (fefUT if 31, U|IU U 2, UtU 
feu if 1 , A^x 4 1 trk ufrrvusj if 1 ) 

(>u) uumu fe — uffur tu if 1 1 
(u) ukur-rru'inur-uuuuu fe — fu?,rj: sfe »f o 
(u) ufefer rjfetr 5 — (ufruT if 1, unu if 1, mu feu if 
2 trk if 1) 1 

(s-) tumu-ufr 2(fefur if 1 11k uftu if 1) 

(u) tfeuf fe — 129 (ufjuiuiu feuru’f ir ruutj fefeT 
if 30 , urju if 44 mu feu if 1 7 , fuiTH if 7, uku 
if 26 fer: u?ttu 5 if 5) 

fferu tu % ffe feu ffe ut uu uu fekn u(k fe-< 
fefuT fe T feu r^ feuftuu ffeuT uFuu fe UUf uu4 UKUU 
UTFur I I feiUJirj Sffa v fuu ffe ut mu ^UU fe if UTU uuur 
urruu urr fuur ur 1 ufef fe fe fer ufef ®M^feuf ukf fef 

UUf fe I UtUT, ufem feu UFU feu Sfef if USU^f UfeU fefe 

urf fef fe *ff 1 

(iii) uf^ ^ urfe fe qfemu — ruffe uuf if uu umu 
ufeuf fe utuu frufu uft uf fe | 1 

mu feu — 1971-72 ^r feuru feu fe URfeUT UUUT 

if uu rmu fefu % fmi 1 44 % fife 5 0, 0 0 0 ufe % unrfiiTur 
4 UU uf srfujfu wtu umEr fe fe uuf fe 1 5 0, 0 0 0 fef fe 
trfeuu feu ufeu T fefnrm ^u if ffeurfuu ?f ujutu 
uuutu fe % ferru feu fe ufeuf 1 

T f'i m 1 — 5 uu rraru rfeur if if, uf fur fu uu *fr fife ferr 
Tr fe ff, 3 fefe ffe fe uuf ^ uk 4 Prfeurrffu | 1 

U-^T fuu fe 1 ^ftff if if 3 "jf: ffe fe uk rfur ffefuT- 

feu | I 

UTU'T uruu fuwfe, ml if uu uufe fe uk UUTUK 
UTUTU ^ruTfu % fuuK T fife fef fer UU 5 TUTU fefef fe 
tryffeu f'PTT UUT ^ fuuif 1 3,5 74 UT ^ feu %_ 1 
■FTU % 31 uru, 1973 if jA %XT fef fe tTTUT fe urfe | | 
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(ll) RfafHRR Rl ffrlR ^ «rifm RTyl TRff 

it uTTfRT R ^ otvr rtr % St 3 ffmfaff rtht rtIij# i 

RFT II 

m 1972-73 RT SrUl-fURTR 

RW sqa 


Rg^T r3r, 197 2R1 

u^rm 

4H R rItrt TOT 
HR % 0 M '1 eRR 


Ro if 
3,25,85,024 

94,33,000 


Ro R 


3 1,42,000 RATIR 
3,000 ROTRPI 
RBTTT 


RRT — fin ft frftT fRApl % frlR HHT VM ft 

srfffR srRft *r htt w % rtsrr Ir ur trsiR fatailTa 
rtT % fwn^ *ft<T ■jfr ft r$ ft fRfflf 13,500 wr «ft 

ftR $ 1 

R^lffl — 58,500 ft xrff RPM R tftfT RR6R UR R 

ft?[ rrfr uth ■mfurrcf hri hrR R to R fW 5R 
5T5R tRIR ft fTRrfRR RtR R frtR Jpfr ft *ft I pft 
(ft Rt RR-SRPI tfpff, UTlif vf RfRljfRH tftt flffffff TT4T 

fort: ft nT ftnr4t rh wt tftn, tt rtw ffRFi ft pftiR 
gfftT ft 1 * $ I 

flTflT — RUt HR ft^ WFH UR t>ff if RTfR WfaRf 

HRT RH% JHlRt R tffR R <TR> ft RRTtT R 8 $3 fl^ 
(fit ^ I 5 4ft 41*?1 RTPT ’iff 4 ff 4 ft 14 1 4 1 cl 2 (1 TU It ev-iS 
$ TTS£T UfR HCT RlftlR^t ffnTTff ft ®R-fR % Rtflff § I 

(iv) (twre — rwkt ft Rnfa fa»t swtt § • — 

WttTStRn — RH ml irf RTHTR WlR R RtftR RRT fRn Rff 

I "■ 

e WTTRft Rr firfpir i jr *jrt t i r rthth tRIr R trtftR 
srfafftfT is wntiff rt faRfar wffr if $ 1 

Rtm — 1,179 mmfi if tr, ft rh! hr rr tta R flrft 

fff uR ?, 540 RFT1R ^ fRR iff | fh 449 RTHTR 
fffrffTTtfR % I 

— Wft RT iff Ilf 85 7 Wtnff if it 415 URIR 

^ fff irf ^ fh: 206 rrtr fftrfR ft ffnra uu'wmf f $ i 
wsa 5tJu— tRTffrr hr f fft trft rr ffi: fff >rf 

1,276 RRlff if It 970 RPTm ^ fff ilf | fk fq 300 

iTRTft f PtrW wwf w nnffff ft wft 51 R f *RT I I 
TRt 'J^TTR TUT UR f ffif wft HR f^T fff R? 2,260 
RrRff f ?r 460 RRTR ^ fft ^ ffT 340 WTHFT ffrrW 

ft f^PTR R^THrff if t I 

R^TTT'J — RR RTRT HTHRT ?ftR f RsftR f^T ff^ Jlf 1 8 
RTTlff if It 13 RRTH ji: fff '-nf f I 1972-73 f ffTR RR 
UTRT RTH1R TftH % RtftH 24 RRlff f ffRfR % f^ft 
ft R^ t I 

faiJTT— RRt RR RfT fff Rf 1,292 RTRlft if It 777 
RTHtR 'jt fff ft f RtT 287 RTT1R fffrfRftT | I 

ftWT — Rft HR R^jT fff Rl 70 3 RPTmt if IT 173 RRIR 
wft HR ji: fff ft I ftT 307 RTHTR f>RfR ft fflRR 
trTPqrff f | I 

(5) RfRTft fuiT — far^TT WH if 4 STT^RR fRT T f R^H 
f?fhl ^rftRR R^Rrff RITT flT ffUT fef if 2 STTfiRR 

H u S K UR T^ t I 

(6) RPTR ftT fftr TftR — ?,f6RTft % 

fjfTRTT gH STfRTff ff ffjRff'f ftT V'sff ft RTffR SnjffaTR 
f f ft STRTRt Riff 7ft I 

(v) f -ftT RRiitRiT ftf ft eft ferr if ffR^fan 

fro fff 1 

( \ ) fffRH RT^TH Tftff RT 'JHfffWH H R7f ftT RRif ff- 
HORt ft 4 gSflft f fff ff f frif ft® ff HH-HfRfH 

ft 1 


4t<T — 81,45,000 

31 Rif 1973 ft RH 

RfHRR 3,38,78,024 

rtitIII 

HR 1973-74 f fRq HR 

ft 4 A 00 RT RTaRRT — 

RiRRlRH RTR 92,27,000 

rttrIrh ®nr 1 , 07 , 91,000 Rcrirt 

6,77,000 RWRW RRR 

ftR — 1,14,08,000 

[R» fhr/ 16016 / 2 / 73 -qRo RTfo ffj 
4to RftRT, RHT BffR 

New Delhi, the 18th December, 1973 

S.O. 3637. — In pursuance of section 7 of the Iron Ore 
Mines Labour Welfare Cess Act, 1961 (58 of 1961), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the following report 
of its activities under the said Act, during the financial year 
ended on the 3 1st March, 1973, together with a statement 
of accounts for that year, 

PART — I 

General — The Act provides for the levy and collection 
of a cess at a rate not exceeding 50 paise per metric tonne 
of iron ore produced in any mine for the financing of 
activities to promote the welfare of labour employed in 
the iron ore mining industry. The present rate of levy is 
25 paise per metric tonne. The Act was enforced with 
effect from the 1st October, 1963, and was extended to 
the Union territory of Goa, Daman and Diu with effect 
from 1st October, 1964. The Act has been amended by 
the Iron Ore Mines Labour Welfare Cess (Amendment) 
Act, 1970. With the enforcement of the amended Act, 

the principal Act, will also extended to the State of Jammu 

and Kashmir, The 1970 Act provides for a change in the 
existing procedure of collection of cess. Instead of the 
present levy on all iron ore produced in any mime and 

paid by the producing mines, the cess will be levied as a 

duty of customs where the iron ore is exported and as a 
duty of excise where the iron ore is consumed within the 
country. The revised procedure will be given effect to as 
soon as the Amendment Act is brought into force. 

2. The Welfare activities for which the proceeds of cess 
are to be utilised under the Act relate to improvement of 
public health and sanitation, prevention of disease and 
provision of medical facilities, drinking water supply and 
facilities for washing, provision of educational facilities, 
improvement of standards of living including housing and 
nutrition, amelioration of social conditions, provision of 
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recreational facilities and provision of transport to and from 
place of wrok. 

As recommended by the Central Advisory Board at its 
second meeting held on January 16, 1969, a Committee for 
Development of Prototype Scheme was constituted on the 
February 12, 1969 to recommend Prototype Schemes suit- 
able for implementation in the iron ore mining areas. The 
Committee recommended in all 18 schemes, 4 for Housing 
2 for Water supply, 5 for Health Facilities and 7 Miscel- 
laneous (educational, recreation etc.). Of these, 15 Schemes 
were approved by Government, two have been dropped 
and one is under consideration. 

4. The following welfare measures have so far been 
undertaken in the states of Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Madhya 
Pradesh, Maharashtra, Mysore, Orissa and the Onion 
Territory of Goa, Daman and Diu, 

(i) Medical Facilities, — The medical facilities provided 
include an Emergency Hospital and a mobile dispensary at 
Barnjamada in Bihar region; two Primary Health Centres at 
Joda and Joruri in the Orissa region; one Primary Health 
Centre and one mobile medical unit at Redi in Maharashtra 
region, two mobile medical units for Rajhara and Bailadila 
mines in Madhya Pradesh region, two mobile dispensaries 
at Bellary and Hospet in Mysore region and one mobile 
dispensary in Goa region. Tn addition, one mobile medi- 
cal unit for Andhra Pradesh region, one ambulance van 
for Orissa region, and two ambulance vans for Goa region 
were sanctioned. An ambulance-cum-Mobile Medical Dis- 
pensary van was placed at the disposal of the National 
Mineral Development Corporation for the benefit of iron 
ore miners and their families working Bailadila Iron Ore 
Project in Madhya Pradesh. Two more Mobile Medical 
Units one each for Rajhara and Bailadila regions have 
been sanctioned. The Government have also sanctioned 
construction of a 25 beded Central Hospital at Kariganur 
in Mysore region, a 50 beded Central Hospital at Barajamda 
in Bihar and a 20 beded Central Hospital at Pilliem Dar- 
bandora in Goa region. In Redi (Maharashtra) live 
observations beds have been sanctioned for providing in- 
door facilities in emergency cases. The hospital and the 
staff quarters at Goa arc expected to be completed during 
this year. The construction of Hospital in Hospet re cion 
of Mysore has already been taken up. The Government 
has also sanctioned ft 50 beded hospital for Barajamda area 
In Bihar and have also decided to set up another hospital 
in Joda in Orissa, As soon as the 50 beded hospital at 
Barajamda comes up and starts functioning, the existing 
Emergency Hospital will be merged in this hospital. 

Facilities for the reservation of beds for the exclusive 
use of iron ore miners and their families suffering from 
T.B. and requiring treatment in sanatorium were continued 
45 Beds for miners in Bihar region and 11 beds for miners 
in Orissa region have been reserved in the Mahndevi Birla 
Sanatorium, Ranchi. Two beds have been reserved in the 
Bhilai Main Hospital of the Hindustan Steel Limited for 
miners in Madhya Pradesh region. In Goa, 5 beds con- 
tinued to be reserved for iron ore miners in the T.B. Sana- 
torium, Vengurla which also has 2 beds reserved for 
Maharashtra. 15 general beds have also been reserved In 
the 2 public hospital in Goa for the benefit of the mine 
workers. Arrangements for the treatment of Leprosy 
patients and workers suffering from mental diseases were 
also continued in Bihar. 

Grant-in-aid were given to mine owners in Goa, Madhya 
Pradesh, Mysore and Orissa region who maintained satis- 
factory dispensary services for the benefit of iron ore 
mines. In Orissa, an amount of Rs, 50,000/- was sanc- 
tioned for payment of grant-in-aid to Bolani Ores Ltd. for 
the installation of an X-Ray Unit in the hospital maintain- 
ed by them. In Bihar grants amounting to Rs. 83.640/- 
were given for specialised equipments in Tata's hospital at 
Noamundi and NMDC hospital at Kiriburu. In Madhya 
Pradesh an amount of Rs. 54,632/- was sanctioned for 
Bailadila Hospital for special equipment. 

(ii) Education and Recreational Facilities: — Educational 
and recreational facilities provided to the workers included 
the running of multi-purpose Institutes, Welfare Centres. 
Holiday Homes, etc, The details are given below: — 

(a) Multi-purpose Institutes — 36 (31 in Orissa, 2 In 
Goa, 1 in Madhya Pradesh, 1 in Mysore and 1 in 
Maharashtra), 


(b) Welfare Centres — 1 in Orissa region. 

(c) Women-cum-cbildren Welfare Centres — 6 in Bihar 
region. 

(d) Cinema Units — 5 (1 in Orissa, 1 in Goa, 2 in 
Madhya Pradesh and 1 in Mysore). 

(e) Holiday Homes — 2 (1 in Orissa and 1 in Goa). 

(f) Radio Centres— 129 (30 in Orissa attached to 

Multi Purpose Institutes, 44 in Mysore, 17 in 

Madhya Pradesh, 7 in Bihar, 26 in Goa and 5 in 
Maharashtra). 

The Mobile cinema unit sanctioned for Bihar region and 
one additional cinema unit sanctioned for Bihar region and 
start functioning. The audio visual set for Maharashtra 
region had started functioning. Scholarships were continued 
to be given to the children. The Mid-day Meals Scheme 
was continued in Goa, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh 
regions. 

(iii) Drinking Water Facilities:— The position regard- 
ing water supply schemes in various region is given 
below:— 

Madhya Pradesh— The initial expenditure of 

Rs. 50,000/- for execution of the water supply 
scheme in Rajahara Township sanctioned during 
1971-72 was reimbursed to the Mine Management. 
The balance amount of Rs. 50,000/- will be paid 
during the current year after the scheme is satis- 
factorily executed. 

Goa. — Out of 6 water schemes which have been sanc- 
tioned in this region, 3 schemes have been com- 
pleted and 4 are under construction. Out of the 
4 wells sanctioned 3 have been completed and 1 
is under construction. 

Maharashtra. — Two water supply schemes for laying 
of pipe line, installation of pump at the well and 
construction of reservoir tank etc. involving an 
expenditure of Rs. 13.574/- were approved. The 
work is expected to be completed before March 
31. 1973. 

Mysore.— A scheme for the sinking of a bore well 
and extending water supply by means of pipe 
lines to the labour colony in Hospet area involv- 
ing an expenditure of Rs. 13,500/- was completed. 

Orissa. — An amount of Rs. 58,500/- was sanctioned for 
implementing water supply scheme for the benefit 
of the Iron ore mines workers and their families 
at Jajang iron ore mine. Another two major 
water supply schemes namely Bolani Water Sup- 
ply Scheme prepared by the Barbil Notified Area 
Committee are awaiting clearance by the Depart- 
ment of Health. 

Bihar. — So far 8 wells have been sunk in the iron ore 
mining areas for supplying drinking water to the 
iron ore miners and their families. 5 major water 
supply schemes, costing more than Rs. 2 lakhs, 
are under scrutiny of the State Public Health 
Engineering Department. 

(iv) The progress of housing was as under: — 

Andhra Pradesh.. — The construction of 6 houses under 
New Housing Scheme sanctioned last year has 
been completed. The construction of additional 
18 houses under the New Housing Scheme is in 
progress, 

Orissa. — Out of 1,179 houses which have so far been 
sanctioned in this region, 540 houses have been 
completed and 449 houses are under construction. 

Mysore. — Out of 857 houses so far sanctioned 415 
houses have been completed and 206 houses are 
in the various stages of construction. 

Madhya Pradesh. — Out of 1276 houses so far sanc- 
tioned for Bailadila mining area, 976 houses have 
been completed and the construction of remain- 
ing 300 houses is yet to be taken up by the mine 
owners. Similarly out of 2260 houses so far sanc- 
tioned for Rajhara raining area 460 houses have 
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been completed snd 840 homes are under different 
stages or construction. 

Maharashtra. — Out of 18 houses sanctioned under the 
Low Cost .Housing Scheme, 13 houses have been 
coiTj.pl eicu. Sanctioned was also accorded to the 
construction of 24 houses under the Low Cost 
Housing Scheme during 1972-73. 

Bihar. — Out of 1292 houses so far sanctioned, 777 
houses have been completed and 287 houses under 
construction, 


*ET:, trw qft ^ w 5“ frff gw frrffp; spr 
trwu 'w if frit iwRf 3 ^/^' rf frrfrrfrAe rrfW p ri ' 

wr ttt friffr^ if Tifrr rfrr rt srnt prnfrrR wfn wbbw # , 

arff;, 3Tff, ar%f?lG7 T*iRT3 ilftlfrrw 1947 (1947 TT 
14) fff WET 10 fffr WW3T7T (5) ((W iftfrwrt TT 

P:wfr Wfif TRW 3W 3RT^ rf Mfffr/w 

fffrfwrt Wf TW frpfw tf fffwrfrWT W7'fr f I 


Goa.— Out of 703 houses so far sanctioned 173 houses 
have so far been completed and 307 houses are 
in the v ' nous stages of construction. 

(v) Co-opera live Stores. — One Central Consumer-Co- 
operative with four primary stores in Bihar region and 2 
Primary stores in Goa region continued to function. 

(vi) Fatal and Serious Accident Benefit Scheme. — Die 
system of financial benefits to the widows and children of 
victims of accidents was continued. 


5. The following important decisions were taken at the 
sixth Meeting of the Central Advisory Board: — 

(i) Appointment of a sub-committee of the Board to 
review the various housing schemes and to sug- 
gest alterations or improvements. 

(ii) The Act should be amended to provide for levy 
of penalty on defaulters in the payment of cess. 

PART II 

Statement of Accounts for the year 1972-73 


Opening balance on 
1st April, 1972 
Receipt during the year 
Expenditure during the 
Year 


Receipts Expenditure 

(in Rs,) (in Rs.) 

3,25,85,024 


94,38,000 


81,42,0001 Welfare 
[measures 
f Loan 


3,000 j 


Total:— 81.45 000 


Closing balance as on 3 38,78,024 
31st March, 1973. 

PART 111 

Estimates of Receipts 
and Expenditure for (he 
year 1973-74 

Estimatd Receipts — 92,27,000 

Estimated Expenditure 1,07,91,000 Welfare 

measure 

6,77,(100 1 oan 

Total 1,14,68,000 


1. EiTRT fffwft ariV B ft r fadw srN- 

■drwff tiRiiftwrfiRr w^wTiTW sfw frufriRT 
frfrid), ic, wnf fniRT ; tfhr, bjrt, eooooi i 

2. b'Vr TrmWfcw, ^TTTqtf W. : Tfw 6, rfriDtEfr 

, ■HSKt-13 I 

3. (JT. 28 / 2 , ~fr-5(T ffrfrlfrft T+B, 

B^RT-21 I 

4. RBlif mflDR (fo wfuF^cfB, 1 04/l05, 3TB#hRRT 

Tfiffe, W1 I 

5. tf. rf, w, wfrrr frrwn?/ trsti 42, sjtdt Trtgw 

Efappir, R^RT'13 I 

6. «ft 4. rptlRfftf, 130, frfrfr B^TW-l I 

7. R/T/tBR, W(1 7, 3T*t7T Ttc, RSTR-13 I 

8. fVrf 4 15. ff mff m fw 

Ts'fe, JT3TTT-1 I 

9 . «sft rf. tft. wn 2 , 

iw-i 1 

10 , fVrf 1715 w. Ri^te frr,, 22 , «ffrr 

R^RT-l 1 

11, SfyshFr, IWT 60, BTTr P«rowifrwi7, 

B^RT-41 I 

12, ifwrf iRTITEr 30, rjWlffffT ffRrfT 

RjfRT'21 I 

13, hVf W. 'PH/sHBI ■TETR tTOg- TfERT, TRdTT 174, W 

S'"W rfe, RTJEr-l I 

14, W. cT^RTWfTTfi', 3R5ffT 7-^, fried I g r 

frfE fffe, Wlff-1 I 


[No. Z-l 60 16/2/73 -MTV.] 
B. K. SAKSENA, Under Secy. 


anr*r 

fff ?rvvf, 15 (TB _ «R, 1973 

tpr. iff. tctt friwft' fr*iT ^unfrTT 

irtRWWlf ^ fffHrfrr f frutfwtff 

iif? wfwrrf ^ frf^wrffr irf^ftfrr^ frm^ wf 

?UT srif r^fdlM' BTTWff («TR iff TTWR fffRFT) ^ 

TTOT RT, WT. 2900, frj 4145 22 frlrOR, 1973 ^TRT ilffqifrTW 
■31 T°T, ffTrff T-ldlflff frfrffT run ifT ; 


16. fVrf p. rjhT. ww 1?IB TRTT, 22, irfftip? wfdff. 
B^RI-1 I 

16. frfrrf tWf ’ROT <?!» Rwr, r-reffT 7, s 1 . nps 

wiffvl I 

17. (?T. «ffrU(7HIci; wrs; Wtt, TTTWT 17/20, 

rf . wffTr B^TR-3 I 

18. BLTrf (JR. 3117. (JR. TRETT q^freRR rxt? wwlt, 133 

E7 1 BW1 I 

is. fftrf ?f, A 3iwR BTfrsi; (p? WRT, tiisr 1 , anro t 

fffrff l^te, B^RT-1 I 

20. TT^RT frf., B^RT-3 t 
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21. sft ft. *771*577, 70-ft., aft. 9. rk ^w -21 ! 48. sft aft. 4. *^f, 24, tETFTT k^t Tgk, 05T77-1 I 


22. srt 5t. *imum, 14/29, *5; »iPnwrqT m*r*ft 7^k, 

*T5T77'-21 I 

23. «ft 9*7. HI J ll a M . 68, <4*^ k^t T^k, *75777-1 1 

24. sft ft. ft. mffE *k**ie rtk, 52-ft, $ rmin^/t 1 

^ rk, *75T77-50 1 

25. oW wm 9 Tr r" ttet, 63, if. ft. ^krr 7^k\ 

*75177-13 1 

26. fVf 4. rRTTiF’w 9^ 77*77 , otts* ftt^t fk, 

*75177-1 I 

27. krrf 3ft. 9*7. Ftt'raw 0U 8 TTET 3, k^/t 

T^k, *7597-1 i 

28. *fV*f <FTS W., s/9. '■**% k^ T^k. 

*75i7T-i 1 

29. *fatf *fast ?R4, 19-ft, kwo *preft ^k, iM<£t- 

30?. +HSW14 I 

30. kirf sRftriT tirg krfVT TfiNft, 312/313, 

fkft k*/t T^k, *75777-1 I 

31. knf ft. ft. ^ nk**75 wot 8, Tkk 

7711*7 ftn, *75777-1 i 

32. knf 95. 9*7. TSTmaft 9** k„ 22. *M*S 7T71*T fk, 

*75777-1 I 

33. if 4. ar^W- ^kg *ft 57337 47 07*777, tfepT»fe. 

9*7. ft. A, *75T7T-1 I 

34. jfrref k?*f <raNftar, 3/25-f, 7k, 

WlMI'l/, 1WH I 

35. 4*797 977(4*7 (*75/ 1^) *77. f?T., 

*08 -d Tk, *15777-2 I 

36. 4*777** fa h%, TO rte, *75777-2 I 

37. 4*9(4 ait. ikitraoif, 260, T^k, *75777-3 1 

38. 4V4 kk <fg ttet, 34, Ttks an?*r fk, *75777-1 1 

39. 4*774 4/k 9*C 7E7T, 34, Ttks TTT^T fk, *75777-1 1 

40. 444 tow iftkrr *4w1Am (mkitii) ot. kr., 

99, arkf-i-OH , *isi9'l i 

41. 4V4 fkdV iknil-k, 247*9, TT. 97T. 7ft. ok 

7k, ttuw-i i 

42. 444 'ft. arr**u5T4r 9*5 test, no, ; *nrft *7Tr*r, 

rNn^w, jhtttt-13 i 

43. 444 9. 9*7. 3(5*75 9*5 «F., 295, f44t kaft T^k, 

W 1 

44. 444 4t. 4. ¥t7Tfw4t 9^S“ 7E7T, 14, aim i /''■* I 

F^RT-1 I 

45. sft 9. <ft. sfif^gWH, 32, ^nsf 4Nr ck, H3W-1 1 

46. sft 4t. 3fTT. 251, 4^4t T^fe - , 9^-1 1 

47. sft arn. STRPJR15ET, 44/2, *11814041 JTFPft T^te, 

4519-81 1 
115 G of 1/73—12 


49. JTSTf 9sJTTT ‘ikf cc FT HT. feT., tr. 3, qiVlFf T 9Vtr 
T^fe, J45T7T-1 I 

so. Wff *iranft ^oTTotefir, no, an^-rr Tor^r ^fe - , 

it^ET, F^TTT-l 3 I 

51. jftrpf 'ft. fn^MTd HraTU 9^ TEfT. 17/a. =krH'4 

’fk^i rte, arfjErofkmf 1 , 4^-29 1 

(9T 18-^, sjfW, F5R4-1 4rt vkr 3ipr) 

52. jfrnf 7rnr*r /?S4! «ntWr ihr. 243, arnwr hn4iH 

45/ic, tfir-i i 

53. ^fkrpp to d *fvr rr^ns^r nr. tV. 13/14. rkkg- ht^t 

fjttt-i 1 

54. jfrrrf rfcre *fkcn?r7r, aoe, *n^ gfert. jt^rt-i i 

55. 5%rf mnr -riktro twg kifkJT mNt, 11/12, 

TiiVe irii^4 ”fk, if^rer-i 1 

56. sft 9*7. at. aftw, 19 , ^Hi^rnpr r^te, ^tts^fn- 

'fe, F5T9T-81 I 

57. rtnrf r%E 9^ w. 6, faNt ^te, ngirr-i 1 

58. sft 307. F^llWr, 26-9, ; ft. 4 . OrtglT s/fe, WRT-3 I 

59. *ftrcf ot^Oq^k IT 7 ^ W. (*T5T7T), nr. tV.. 

HTfar *fk. JTgTTT-1 I 

60 . sft «ft. 9^. oortfFO fz^f, is. ? n Hrwit<-4 

*75171-1 I 

61. *tfT7f otr^f ?l*77q td r , 62, ^iN afhr 7k, *75177-1 I 

62. *7077 tot ittts jr, wk" kr„ ih/is, *n*f ifw rk, 

*75177-1 1 

63. *t'777f riW or.. HW T 444 1 7TJI77-1 I 

64. *t7T7f F77. *75*70 3007 *9*3 0T„ 35/,37, *7 ^ y/ t 

T^fe, *75777-1 I 

65. *7777f oeV okoos^ taf., ojVtftro; 7^7^ aiotT'i'si'-r 

T^fe, *75177-1 I 

66 . *7777f o^e ano! ffem, 7f. 6, oVwk, 

*75777-1 I 

67. *f777f 977, aft, 77*5577 9*6 tf. 115, iVsft sfe^t T^fe, 

*75177-1 I 

68. sft sft. 'ft. Wr, 2/l0, 4 ?t*7, ON fk 7k, *75177-1 I 

69. *f777f gffkk 07kfr*T tnrs fa fo*7 9*3t*7ft, 

8, *to5“S TOl^r jftq* JT5I77-1 I 

70. tfkTf 9- 97T. 5t77175T*ft 9*« 77*77, 379, 4f. W. 7k. 

*75177-21 I 

71. oVrf 30^ 977. *05151, 118, ao*ftk*r*T T^k, 

*75T77-1 

72. sft kr*rt7 01707 +fdl?5 41, 445, t*7*e T^k, *75177-1 I 

73. sfr 97T. 7755- *p77ft 'k^t 7^5, *T**rk : 

I75T77-1 I 
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74. sft 24 , w Erfm-s i 

[R. (Jcr-33011/9/73-^. trog g^.] 

wnfcHTB - , am afcrff 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 15th December, 1973 

y.O. 36J8. — Whereas an industrial dispute between the 
-mployeis in 1 elution to the management of Madras Port 
' tearing and Forwarding Agents Association, Madras and 
their workmen was referred to the Industrial Tribunal, Madras 
by the order of the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 2906, 
dated the 22nd September, 1973 ; 

And, wheieas, the Central Government is of opinion that 
the said dispute is of such a nature that the establishments 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed, are likely to he 
interested in, or affected by, that dispute ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (5) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947 ), the Central Government hereby includes 
in the said reference, the establishments specified in the said 
Schedule. 


SCHEDULE 

(1) The Piesidenl, the Madras Customs Clearing and 

Shipping Agents’ Association, Mercantile Bank 
Building (2nd Floor), No. 16, First Line Beach, 
Madias-600001. 

(2) M/s. Associated Transport Co,, 

No. 6 , Vecraswamy Street, Madtas-13. 

<3) M/s. Premier Labour Contracts, 

104/105, Armenian Street, Madras-1. 

(4) Shri M. Muthuswamy, 

28/2, Justice Pandalai Colony Road, Madras-21. 

(5) Shri P. R. Natesa Pillai, 

No, 42, Adam Sahib Street, Royapuram, Madras-13. 

( 6 ) Shri K. Kiishnaniurlhy, 

139, Linghi Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

(7) Shri l\ Sugimesan 

No, 7. ArLhoon Road, Madras- 13. 

( 8 ) M/s. K. Balnsundaranayagar & Bros., 

15, Jaffarsyrang Street, Madras- 1 . 

(P) Shri P. V. Shanmugasundaram, 

No. 2, Jaffarsyiang Street, Madras-1, 

(10) M/s. Sugesan & Co. Private Ltd., 

22, First Line Beach, Madras-1. 

(11) M/s, Gangadaran Transports, 

30, Krishnappa Gramani Street, Madras-21. 

(12) Shri Kubcran, 

No. 50, East Mada Street, Thiruvanmiyur, Madras-41 

(13) M/s. S. Ponnuswamy Nadar & Sons, 

No. 174, Wall Tax Road, Madras-1. 

(14) Shri M. f.akshmanaswamy, 

No. 7-B, Subbaraya Pillai' Street, Mint Post, 

Madras- 1 , 

(15) M/s. A. S. Vasan & Sons, 

22, Mohd. Colony, Madras-1. 

(16) M/s, Mandi Ahamed Busha & Sons, 

No. 7, H. K. Guru Street, Madras i. 

(17) M/s M Srinivasalu Naidu & Co., 

No. 17/20, V. V. Koil Street, Madras-3. 

1 I 81 M 1. M. R, S. Sankara Mudaliar & Co,, 

133, Moore Street, Madras-1. 


(19) M/s. C. T. Alwar Naidu & Sons, 

No. 1, Jaffar Syrang Street, Madras-1. 

(20) Shri P. Moorthy Naicker, 

70-B, G. A. Road, Madras-21. 

(21) M/s. Raitan Private Ltd., 

Vepery High Road, Madras-3. 

(22) Shri M. Nagappan, 

68 , Thambu Chetty Street, 

Madras-1. 

(23) Shri D. Thanaruj, 

14/29, New Thundavaraya Gramani Street, 

Madras-21. 

(24) Shri V. V, Pakir Mohd. Rowthcr, 

J2-D, Erukkancherry High Road, 

Madras- 50. 

(25) M/s. Rajoo Nayagar & Sons, 

63, P. V. Koil Street, Madras-13. 

(26) M/s. K. Ramabrahmam & Sons, 

First Line Beach, Madras-1. 

(27) M/s. G. M. Govias & Sons, 

3, Kondi Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

(28) M/s. Shaw Vallace & Co., 

8/9, Thambu Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

(29) M/s. Sanco Trans, 

19-B, Perumal Mudali Street, Royapcttah, 

Madras- 14. 

(30) M/s. International Clearing & Shipping Agency, 
312/313, Linghi Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

(31) M/s. V. V. Syed Mohd. Transports, 

No. 8 , Second Line Beach, Madras-1. 

(32) M/s. H. M. Rustomjee & Co., 

22, Second Line Beach, Madras-1 

(33) Shri K, Arumugam, 

Room at Bonded Ware House, 

Anchor Gate, M. P. T., Madras-1. 

(34) M/s. Western Agencies, 

3/25-E, Edward Elliots Road, Mylapore, 

Madras-4. 

135) M/s, The Hindu, Mount Road, Madras-2, 

(36) M/s. Indian Express (Madurai) Private Ltd., 

Express Estates, Mount Road, Madras-2. 

(37) M/s. O. Harihariah, 260, Mint Street, Madras-7. 

(38) M/s. Sheriff & Sons, 34, Second Line Beach, 
Madras-1. 

(39) M/s. South Indian Corporation (Agencies) Private 
Ltd., 99, Armenian Street, Madras-1. , 

(40) M/s. Venkatcsh Fnterprics 

247-A, N. S. C. Bose Road, Madras-1, 

(41) M/s, P. Arulswamy & Sons, 

110, Kasi Garden, Royapuram, Madras-13. 

(42) M/s. A, M. Ahamed & Co., 

295, Linghi Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

(43) M/s. V. JC Doraiswamy & Sons, 

14, Jaffarsyrang Street, Madras-1. 

(44) Shri A. P. Srinlvasan, 32, North Beach Road, 
Madras- 1. 

(45) Shri C. R. Shanmugam, 251, Thambuchetty Street, 
Madras- 1, 

(46) Shri R. Varadarajan, 

44/2, New Thandavaraya Gramani Street, 

Madras-81, 

(47) Shri G. K, Murty, 24, Kandappa Chetty Street, 
Madras- 1. 
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(48) M/s, Madras Shipping Private Ltd., 

No. 3, Perianna Maistri Street, Madras-1. 

(49) M/s, Balaji Transports, 

113, Adam Sahib Street, Royapuram, Madras-13. 

(50) M/s. P. Mittulal Lalah & Sons, 17/2, Nelson 

Manickn MudaJiar Road, Aminjikarai, Madras-29. 
(Communications to be sent to 18-E, Broadway, 
Madras-1.) 

(51) M/s. South Indian Baling Press, 

243, Angappa Naioken Street, Madras-1. 

(52) M/s. Pilmen Agents Private Ltd., 

13/14, Second Line Beach, Madras-1. 

(53) M/s. Rapid Maritimes, 

308, Thambuchetty Street, Madras-1. 

(54) Shri M. I Xavier, 

19, Kumbalamman Koll Street, Tondiarpet, 
Madras-81. 

(55) M/s. Bharat Clearing & Shipping Agency, 

11/12, Second Line Beach, Madras-1. 

(56) M/s. Rapid Movers, No. 6, Linghl Chetty Street, 
Madras- 1. 

(57) Shri R. Sadasivan, 26-A, V. V. Koil Street, 

Madras-3. 

(58) M/s. Gordon Woodroffe & Co. (Madras) Private 
Ltd., First Line Beach, Madras-1. 

(59) Shri B. L. Ramalinga Reddy, 15, Chfnnnthambi 
Street, Madras- 1. 

(60) M/s. Modem Transport, 62, North Beach Road, 

Madras-1. 

(61) M/s. Best & Co. Private Ltd., 

13/15, North Beach Road, Madras-1. 

(62) Messrs. India Co., Armenian Street, Madras-1. 

(63) Messrs. S. Natesa Iyer & Co., 

35/37, Thambu Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

(64) Messrs. Patel Volkart Ltd., Cathelic Centre, 
Armenian Street, Madras-). 

(65) Messrs. Food Corporation of India, 

No. 6, Esplanade, Madras-1. 

(66) Messrs. S. G. Sambandam & Co., 

115, Linghi Chetty Street, Madras-1. 

(67) M/s, Continental Clearing & Shipping Agency, 

8, Second Line Beach, Madras-1. 

(68) Shri V. P. Lingam, 2/10, FV Lane, North Beach 

Road, Madras-1. 

(69) M/s. A. S. Duraiswamy & Son, 379, T. H. Road, 

Madras-21. 

(70) M/s. 1. S. Machado, 118, Armenian Street, 

Madras- 1. 

(71) Shri Kishore Kumar Kotadia, 445, Mint Street, 

Madras- 1. 

(72) Shri S. Raghava Chettiar, 

Muthumavi Chetty Street, Mannady, Madras- 1. 

(73) Shri V. Ramachandran, 24, Car Street, Triplicane, 
Madras-5. 

[No. L-3301 1 /9/73-PiD] 
V. SANKARALINGAM, Under Secy. 


R^ 15 1973 

yjfcw it 

«ET. 3iT. 3639— RTTH 4 3T3PTT, *FFr 2, 3, tfUsPJfi (2,) 

28 1972 4 4873 T? BRkkR RTIR H7- 

R7T7 ^ STR 3lfV 'frrftr FRETT (STB an 1 ? rfTRT? faiT7T) iff 
qT^ft qfRR if "arr^n^RH'” 4 w <rt 
"a if ?q^ ? i ^roT” qf i 

[R75RT tJ-12015(5)/72-*ft. FF. 1J 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 1973 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 3639. — In the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 3389, dated the 15th 
September, 1972, published at page 4873 of the Gazette 
of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), dated the 28th 
October, 1972, in line 5 of the notification for "Aravindah- 
san’ read ‘Aravindakshan’. 

[No. A-12015 (5)/72-PF. I) 
Rif iVveft, 17 1973 

s*T. RT. 3640— RnfRlff R^THT fat*! kV <falR 

faftr 3ffkrtRRR, 1952 (1952 TT 19) ^ »JTTT 13 ^ 3W1T 

(i) fmr qrr Wr qnqf- 573 sift rut rffr 

^ «IR Oift RRTRR (RR af)V 7URU fwiR) 

w rt. an. 401 tn/ter 25 1973 art 

•srfarwR qrnf ^ rtrr 7 sft tr. qti ot 

RtfstfRWR arft rr^ anfir kirnr Wk aifi 

IRTR EtH-H 4 BrI-jI-iT 4 ffltj qm/lR OTIi 4 RT \3TTRi 

r-lkS'JIlk-T krffr WIRR RRRvy if RT knft tV R.Rl-ft , 

BTIR RT fk RT ?RrTr 4 ff ktfW 

farft ERPTR 4 Rnptr if RT IR1RR 4 RtR^tT if fSTRjtf 

I?R5 tf IT3R if fpRTR RT TittUPf if, gtRR Rre; 

7T7R- f ffrtl fRRJFT RTtf f | 

CR0RT li-12015(l)/70-f. C?F. 1] 

1 <i 4 m fk?, 3 iT Rffr 

New Delhi, the 17th December, 1973 

S.O. 3640. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (T) of section 13 of the Employees, Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and in 
supersession of the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 401 dated the 25th 
January, 1973, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
V. A. Lakshmipathy to be an Inspector for the whole of 
the State of Tamil Nadu for the purposes of the said Act, 
and the Scheme and the family pension Scheme framed 
thereunder in relation to any establishment belonging to, 
or under the control of the Central Government or In re- 
lation to any establishment connected with a railway com- 
pany, a major port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled 
industry or in relation to an establishment having depart- 
ments or branches in more than one State. 

[No. A-12015/1/70-PF. I] 
DAUIT SINGH, Under Secy. 
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